
















1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF THE AMERICAN 
LEGION, THE DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, 
AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II, VET- 
ERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, AND VETERANS OF 

WORLD WAR I 





UNIVERSITY 
——— 8 -aCHIGAR— 


FEB 29 js 






HEARINGS — 0!%"o0+ 


BEFORE THE 


COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


EIGHTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 
SECOND SESSION 
ON 


1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 
JANUARY 12, 17, AND FEBRUARY 7, 1956 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 





UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 





1956 





WASHINGTON : 





COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
OLIN E. TEAGUE, Texas, Chairman 










W.J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina JAMES A. HALEY, Florida 

ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, Massachusetts 

GEORGE 8&8 LONG, Louisiana BERNARD W. (PAT) KEARNEY, New York 

JAMES A. BYRNE, Pennsylvania WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio | 
ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma E. ROSS ADAIR, Indiana ; 
FRANK W. BOYKIN, Alabama PAUL A. FINO, New York | 
WAYNE N. ASPINALLE, Colorado PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska : 
LEO W. O’BRIEN, New York WILLIAM H. AVERY, Kansas | 
GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming | 
GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri EUGENE SILER, Kentucky 

CHARLES C, DIGGS, Jr., Michigan CHARLES M. TEAGUE, California 


B. F. SISK, California 


OLIVER E. MEapows, Staff Director 





SUBCOMMITTEES 
ADMINISTRATION 


JAMES A. BYRNE, Pennsylvania, Chairman 


ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska 
CHARLES C. DIGGS, Jr., Michigan CHARLES M. TEAGUE, California 


COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


W. J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina, Chairman 


GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri PAUL A. FINO, New York 
CHARLES C. DIGGS, Jr., Michigan E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming 


EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
ELIZABETH KEE, West Virginia, Chairman 


ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio 
B. F. SISK, California E. ROSS ADAIR, Indiana 
HOSPITALS 
GEORGE S. LONG, Louisiana, Chairman 
LEO W. O’BRIEN, New York BERNARD W. (PAT) KEARNEY, New York 
B. F. SISK, California WILLIAM H. AVERY, Kansas 
JAMES A. HALEY, Florida 
HOUSING 
ED EDMONDSON, Oklahoma, Chairman 
GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina WILLIAM H. AYRES, Ohio 
GEORGE H. CHRISTOPHER, Missouri PHIL WEAVER, Nebraska 
INSURANCE 
WAYNE N. ASPINALL, Colorado, Chairman 
JAMES A, BYRNE, Pennsylvania EUGENE SILER, Kentucky 
GEORGE A. SHUFORD, North Carolina CHARLES M. TEAGUE, California 


SPANISH WAR 


FRANK W. BOYKIN, Alabama, Chairman 


W.J. BRYAN DORN, South Carolina PAUL A. FINO, New York 
WAYNE N. ASPINALL, Colorado E. KEITH THOMSON, Wyoming 


II 








| 
| 


aoeor & : 


INDEX 





Page 
I a rg oes s lie ae kn a nin oars 2196, 2211, 2260 
American Legion: 


Miles D. Kennedy, national legislative director__._.._...._..._._._. 2195, 2206 


J. Addington Wagner, national commander-__---_-_-_--_---- 2188-2197, 2206 
AMVETS: 
John R. Holden, national legislative aie ER 2225 
Rudolph G. Pesata, national commander-___-_-__~- a 2216-2219, 2224-2228 
Aspinall, Hon. Wayne Te 2225 
Avery, Petre oe cee 2196, 2255 
ee eee ee ee eo ole 2195, 2211, 2255 
Calkins, H. A. (See Veterans of Foreign Wars.) 
ee EN ee ee eee es 2187-2188, 2195-2197, 2206-2208, 
2210-2216, 2224-2227, 2229, 2232, 2246, 2252-2261, 2263-2264 
rani Game eames Bee, Sr ee be th 2196, 2211 


Clark, Omer. (See Disabled American Veterans.) 
Disabled American Veterans: 


Omer Clark, national legislative director____._._.._.-._------------ 2214 

Melvin J. Maas, ene POUNIGMGMP 2207-2214 
OR Os a ee ee 2195, 2206, 2213, 2225, 2228 
Edmondson, ie Ri SER na dc ek ea Sik ain nike bitin de eeetie unk 2225 
CO SN ee 2197, 2206, 2210, 2255-2256 
Holden, John R. (See AMVETS.) 
Hyde,  ecmauecdeas akc i 5 eich . 2207 
Johansen, I Seat ee ade babadasel 2187-2188 
Jones, Casey a ae Rl aici cs elton Sica wt ao woo, meee 
Kearney, Hon. Bernard W. (Pat) -___._________-__-- . 2225, 2228, 2254-2255 


Kennedy, Miles D. (See American Legion.) 
Ketchum, Omar B. (See Veterans of Foreign Wars.) 
Legislative programs: 


NN a ao Dace bcgae aie 2206-2218 
icine salen epee 2215-2228 
ee ee ee 2207-2214 
Veterans of Foreign Wars_._.-_...--------- tip narnatetevalacomiias 2229-2258 
erareeige vecme ere. ok eee _.. 2258-2264 
TI I iat Dae ke wh sei xh pn s cade wnu am a ~ eae 2258 
Maas, Melvin J. (See Disabled American Veterans.) 
Millen, Henry J. (See Veterans of World War I.) 
Murphy Timothy J. (See Veterans of Foreign Wars.) 
Pesata, Rudolph G. (See AMVETS.) 
pS eS a eS eee ee ee . 2195, 2197, 2207, 2211, 
2224-2225, 2227-2228, 2231, 2254, 2257-2258, 2260, 2263, 2264 
Sheehan, Hon. Timothy eerie alt. ae 
ES heed es Ses, oad 2196, 2211 
en owe sine ewe Ae ae tee 2196, 2211 
ne Te OMN Dee a elt 2196, 2211, 2256, 2264 
PIN cnc encarta ms tmp ay a 2256 
Veterans of Foreign Wars: 
H. A. Calkins, national rehabilitation chairman -_-___-___----- 2257 
Case B. Ketchum, national legislative director_____ 2229, 2246, 2252-2253 
Timothy J. Murphy, national commander__...........=..-- _ 2231-2234, 


2238-2246, 2255-2257 
Veterans of World War I: 


Henry J. Millen, national commander-_-_-_----_---------- ge sd 2258 
George J. Y oung, chairman, legislative committee jsnknscnan Se 
a gana a aa 2255 
W igglesw Qeeu. ston. peer Bt. pemncckesaeun Son0-eael 


Wagner, J. Addington. (See American Legion.) 
Young, George J. (See Veterans of World War I.) 


rir 














1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF THE AMERICAN LE- 
GION, THE DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, AMERI- 
CAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II, VETERANS OF 
FOREIGN WARS, AND VETERANS OF WORLD WAR I 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 12, 1956 


Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m. in the committee room of the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Hon. Olin E. Teague (chair- 
man) presiding. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

We have with us today The American Legion and the Disabled 
American Veterans. Before we have their national commanders 
before us, we have a very fine Veterans’ Affairs Committee staff 
member who is retiring this year, and Mrs. Rogers has a resolution 
to offer in his behalf. 

Mrs. Rocers. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the committee it gives 
me the greatest possible pleasure to present to Capt. Casey Jones this 
resolution and citation. No one in the country deserves recommenda- 
tions and citations more than Capt. Casey Jones for his service in the 
war and for his service to the veterans ever since. 

Captain Jones, in behalf ot the committee, I present to you a resolu- 
tion adopted unanimously expressing appreciation of your services 
[handing citation to Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. Jones. Thank you, Mrs. Rogers. 

I just cannot tell you how much I appreciate this, and I would like 
to say that the happiest years of my life have been spent working for 
this committee, and I will be back seeing you again. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Casey. 

Congressman Johansen of the First District of Michigan will 
present the national commander of The American Legion. Congress- 
man Johansen. 


STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE AUGUST E. JOHANSEN, A 
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF 
MICHIGAN 


Mr. JoHansen. Mr. Chairman, I deeply appreciate the gracious 
courtesy which bestows the privilege of presenting for the first time 
to the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs the new national 
commander of The American Legion. 

Mrs. Johansen and I had the high honor of being present at the 
closing session of the 37th National Convention of The American 
Legion in Miami, Fla., last October 13, to witness the election and 
installation of Commander Wagner. 
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We took great pride in that occasion, as I do in this, since Com- 
mander Wagner is not only a constituent of the Third Congressional 
District of Michigan and a personal friend, but a fellow townsman 
in the city of Battle Creek, where he is a distinguished member of 
the bar, a longtime leader in community affairs, a former assistant 
city attorney, and a continuously active and valued member of The 
American Legion since the days of his own war service. 

Commander Wagner, who was born in Battle Creek 42 years ago 
January 22, served with distinction in the United States Navy during 
the Second World War and was wounded during an air attack in the 
Okinawa operation. He is today a lieutenant commander in the United 
States Naval Reserve. 

Mr. Wagner is a past commander of the General George A. Custer 
American Legion Post in Battle Creek; past commander of the 
Department of Michigan; past national vice commander, and past 
chairman and vice chairman of the Americanism commission of the 
Legion. 

Te brings to the leadership of this great veterans’ organization a 
wealth of experience, the vigor of youtk, a deep-rooted and whole- 
souled patriotism, and a sincere and proven interest in the welfare 
of the former serviceman both as veteran and as fellow citizen. 

I warmly commend to your respectful and friendly hearing, both 
now and on een occasions, the national commander of The 
American Legion, J. Addington Wagner. 

The CHAIRMAN. Commander, before I turn this over to you, may 
I present to this group Mrs. Wagner. Mrs. Wagner, will you stand 
up, please. 

May I say to you before you start, also, that this committee appre- 
ciates your staff in Washington; Miles Kennedy, T. O. Kraabel, 
Charles Stevens, George Kelly, and the others, who all do a fine job 
and are a lot of help to us. 


STATEMENT OF J. ADDINGTON WAGNER, NATIONAL COM- 
MANDER, THE AMERICAN LEGION ; ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM 
F. HAUCK, DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON OFFICE; MILES D. 
KENNEDY, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION ; 
T. O. KRAABEL, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION 
COMMISSION; GEORGE J. KELLY, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL 
PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMISSION; CLARENCE W. BIRD, 
DIRECTOR, NATIONAL ECONOMIC COMMISSION; CHARLES W. 
STEVENS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION 
COMMISSION; EDWARD McGRAIL, CHIEF OF INFORMATION 
SERVICE, NATIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION ; 
CLARENCE H. OLSON, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL LEG- 
ISLATIVE COMMISSION; DR. HYMAN D. SHAPIRO, SENIOR 
MEDICAL CONSULTANT; ROBERT B. PITKIN, EDITOR, AMERI- 
CAN LEGION MAGAZINE, AND CECIL H. MUNSON, CHIEF, 
VOCATIONAL TRAINING AND EDUCATION 


Mr. Waaner. Thank you. 
Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, and my Congress- 
man, Congressman Johansen, I deeply appreciate your introducing 
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Mrs. Wagner, and I deeply appreciate the very fine comments you have 
made regarding The American Legion staff. I particularly appreciate 
that. 

As national commander of The American Legion, | shall have no 
assignment more important than my appearance here today. I 
thank you for the opportunity to present, on behalf of veterans of 
three wars, The American Legion’s requests and views on the subject 
of veterans’ legislation. 

The members of this distinguished committee assume an enormous 
responsibility in serving the welfare of veterans along with that of all 
citizens. We acknowledge your responsibility; we admire and are 
grateful for your dedicated diligence. We are particularly mindful 
that your committee in the past has presented and supported a vast 
amount of legislation benefiting veterans. 

I should like to express our appreciation for the beneficial legislation 
enacted in the present Congress since my predecessor appeared before 
you, approximately 1 year ago. 

Through Public Law 84, 84th Congress, you have provided veterans 
living on farms with loan-guaranty entitlement equal to that given 
veterans in the city under the GI bill of rights. Our national economic 
commission feels that this measure has materially improved the home 
lone uaranty provisions. 

elative to hospital maintenance, a year ago, your committee was 
Phin concerned with the physical condition of many Veterans’ 
Administration hospitals. You have given significant emphasis to 
the importance of maintaining these properties so that they will meet 
the needs of modern medicine. 

Members of your committee played an important part in securing 
an increased appropriation for the-improvement of this hospital system. 
Your continued interest in this field gives the best possible assurance 
that the number of hospital beds, already inadequate as to the mentally 
ill, will not be further reduc ed. We are intensely interested in the 
reports you will receive as to the manner in which this program is 
administered. 

There are still three hospital projects on the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion construction program which have not been completed. They are 
at Washington, D. C. (a general medical hospital of 500 beds) ; Cleve- 
land, Ohio (a general medical hospital of 500 beds) ; and San Francisco, 
Calif. ( (a neuropsychiatric hospital of 1,000 beds). Those at Washing- 
ton and Cleveland are replacements for old institutions, and the one 
at San Francisco a long-needed hospital for the mentally ul. They 
were approved in the 1947 and 1948 fiscal year schedule. The Ameri- 
can Legion is intent upon seeing that these projects are completed as 
promptly as possible. 

In regard to survivors’ benefits, your attention to the work of the 
House Select Committee on Survivor Benefits has been most helpful. 
You may know that our 1955 national convention placed the American 
Legion on record approving H. R. 7089 with the proviso that we seek 
amendments to the measure in the Senate. 

Should this bill be approved, experience will show whether further 
amendments will be needed to provide adequately for those with whom 
it is concerned. To your committee, we will bring such recommenda- 
tions as we may have for remedial legislation in those areas in which 
jurisdiction is vested in you. 
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Another item of real importance to us in the field of survivors’ 
benefits, while it does not pertain directly to H. R. 7089, is a change 
in the present law to provide awards of death pension to widows and 
children of World War II and Korean conflict veterans on the same 
basis as now provided for those of World War I. Our organization 
has expressed itself many times on this subject. We have testified 
in favor of pending legislation designed to bring this about. We 
sincerely urge its enactment. 

Pertaining to the Second Hoover Commission, the American 
Legion has given attention to the recommendations of the Second 
Hoover Commission. The Second Hoover Commission made 314 
recommendations. Some may be accomplished by legislation. 
Some may be accepted through Executive or administrative orders. 
Reorganization plans may be submitted to give effect to others. 

The American Legion analysis of all of these recommendations 
indicates there are 77 which will affect veterans’ benefits and services. 
Of this number, we favor 31 and we oppose 46. An analysis giving the 
reasons for the American Legion’s position on these recommendations 
will be furnished the committee in the near future. 

We would appreciate it very much if this complete analysis could 
be made a part of the record at this hearing. 

You are aware that there is a big backlog of bills which have been 
introduced to give effect to some of the Second Hoover Commission 
recommendations. Not all of them are within the jurisdiction of your 
committee. 

We anticipate that we will be permitted to testify before the appro- 
priate committees when hearings are held on Hoover Commission 
bills and reorganization plans. We are making our position known 
to those charged with considering Executive and administrative steps 
to give effect to the Hoover Commission recommendations. 

Members of your committee, we believe, will want to give careful 
attention to the nature and progress of the legislation proposed in 
the Congress. Certainly your committee will assert its right to be 
fully informed of any Executive and administrative plans to carry out 
the recommendations. We are confident that, in evaluating these 
proposals, you will be mindful of the harmful effects that may be done 
to existing veterans benefits and services. We are particularly fearful 
of some of the Hoover Commission recommendations affecting Federal 
medical services, compensation and pensions, veterans’ preference and 
civil service. 

Now, turning to the Bradley Commission, we attach equal im- 
portance to the operations of the President’s Commission on Veterans’ 
Pensions. We have maintained liaison with the Commission and its 
staff. Meanwhile, a special American Legion committee is apprais- 
ing the existence structure of veterans compensation and pension laws. 
Through this committee’s work we shall be better prepared to con- 
sider the recommendations of the President’s Commission. 

Since the findings of the President’s Commission have not been re- 
leased, we do not know what they contain. We have endeavored to 
be alert to any trend adverse to veterans’ programs. We have au- 
thority in national convention action to take whatever steps are neces- 
sary when the President’s Commission releases its findings. 

Relative to the VA budget we continue to study the budgetary 
needs of the Veterans’ Administration and other agencies conducting 
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veterans programs. Last November a Veterans’ Administration 
official testified before the Subcommittee on Manpower Utilization 
and Departmental Personnel Management, House Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service, on whether or not the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration could set an additional numerical goal for personnel 
reduction by June 36, 1956. It was pointed out then that during the 
period from June 30, 1953, to August 31, 1955, the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration had effected the reduction of 9,206 employees in veterans’ 
benefits, insurance, central and field offices in the Washington area. 
At the same time, there was an addition of 6,436 employees in the 
Department of Medicine and Surgery. This latter was due to the 
increase in the number of authorized beds from 109,035 to approxi- 
mately 120,000. 

The net of all this, according to reports received from The American 
Legion department service officers and field representatives, is that 
the Veterans’ Administration work force is down to the bone. Under 
the circumstances, there is no way consistent with good service for 
the Veterans’ Administration to guarantee further personnel reduc- 
tion as of any certain date. Moreover, the agency may have to 
come to Congress for supplemental funds in order to overcome back- 
logs of work which our representatives report are causing delays and 
dissatisfaction among Veterans’ Administration beneficiaries. 

This situation is particularly urgent and dangerous in Department 
of Veterans’ Benefits and the Department of Medicine and Surgery. 

The disabled veteran is the victim when production-line tactics are 
applied in rating agencies. That is precisely what is happening today. 
We believe that this problem should be resolved before it causes 
widespread and irreparable hardship. 

In the Veterans’ Administration Department of Medicine and 
Surgery, the allocations of funds to hospitals and regional offices for 
medical purposes are pared so fine, and apparently are so inflexible, 
that managers are hard put to maintain the quality of medical service. 
The morale of professional staff members is lowered. The hard-won 
supremacy of veterans’ medicine is being jeopardized. 

Sometimes The American Legion is able to intervene to save a 
service. This happened recently in the Boston-Worcester area. Due 
to lack of funds for outpatient care for service-connected veterans, a 
field office was about to be closed. The American Legion was able to 
assist in securing a new allocation and the office is being maintained. 

In Minneapolis, a new unit of the VA hospital is to be activated 
at the beginning of 1956. Due to shortage of funds for equipment 
and personnel, 16 of the beds will not be put in operation before next 
June 30. This situation may be corrected, but the immediate short- 
age reduces the number of beds for the benefit of sick veterans. 

Also, in the Minneapolis regional office a situation exists where, 
because of the immediate shortage of funds, outpatient care for service- 
connected is seriously impaired. Funds to employ available and 
urgently needed medical personnel are not in the hands of the chief 
medical offices. 

Also in Minneapolis, a long-time VA pharmacist is being retired for 
physical disability. On retirement this employee will take title to 
an extended period of sick and annual leave. Funds at this facility 
are so short that, until the sick and annual leave has been paid, a 





72721—56 


2 











2192 1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


replacement may not be employed. This, too, may be corrected, but 
the condition of such a tight allocation should not exist. 

At the Fargo VA hospital, authorized beds were about to be closed 
due to the shortage of funds. The American Legion intervened and 


was helpful in securing a new $25,000 allocation which prevented this 
closing of beds. 


On the home-loan extension. 

This is a year of decision for the home-loan guaranty program. 

Originally, World War II veterans were entitled to this benefit for 
2 years after discharge, or the termination of war, whichever was tie 
later date. In no event was the privilege granted for more than <¢ 
years after termination of the war. 

Subsequently, to make the period of entitlement more realistic, 
there was an amendment granting an extension. This brought the 
termination date to 10 years after the official termination of the war. 
Also, Korean conflict veterans were granted entitlement to the same 
benefits. 

As it stands now, this law calls for termination of entitlement for 
World War II veterans on July 25, 1957. Our organization has 
given considerable thought to the impact this termination date may 
have on the program. It is our considered opinion that the date 
should be further extended until July 25, 1960, or a period of 3 years. 

Approximately 4 million veterans have availed themselves of this 
benefit. Among the millions who have not applied are many who now 
have, for the first time, the means and the need for home ownership. 
We believe that the present termination date would in effect encourage 
not only veterans, but lenders and builders, to act with haste in order 
to meet the program deadline. Such haste would, in our opinion, 
create an unhealthy economic situation and tend to nullify the purpose 
of this program. 

The American Legion advocates a 3-year extension to permit more 
orderly termination of a program which has recorded such excellent 
results. 

On veterans preference The American Legion has a deep interest 
in the protection of the rights granted under the Veterans’ Preference 
Act of 1944. While we realize that this is not a matter coming 
within the jurisdiction of your committee, we believe it merits atten- 
tion at this time. Certainly, as individual Members of Congress, 
you share our concern for this basic benefit. 

Disability and death payments: In the field of disability and death 
compensation and pension awards, we seek legislation to provide 
increases in all monthly rates. This is a part of the compensation 
and pension legislative program adopted by our 1955 national con- 
vention. The increase sought is an effort to keep such payments in 
line with the increased cost of living. 

The matters I have mentioned pertain directly to the welfare of 
veterans and their dependents. Many of them reflect The American 
Legion’s intense concern for the welfare of war-disabled veterans who 
certainly have first claim on the Government’s responsibility. With- 
out in any way minimizing the needs of those veterans, I respectfully 
call your attention to another proposal which, in our judgment, is 
most important in terms both of need and of national obligation. 

We ask your committee and your colleagues of the Congress to 
liberalize the existing veterans’ disability pension law so that every 
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war veteran meeting other requirements who needs a pension shall have 
it. We suggest that you do this by amending regulation 1 (a), part 
IIT, of the Vicdeans Regulations. 

It is our belief that the war veterans pension system, to be fair and 
practicable, must include all war veterans who meet the basic require- 
ments. A considerable number of World War I veterans have passed 
the age of 65. Some veterans of World War II have also reached that 
mark. Many more veterans, including a growing number of those 
from the Korean conflict, have been made invalids for life through 
either accident or illness. 

Let me emphasize that we are not seeking a so-called general 
pension based on age alone. Our 1955 national convention considered, 
debated and, by a decisive vote, rejected that proposal. We do not 
ask pensions for veterans regardless of income. We do ask and most 
urgently, and as a matter of simple justice, modest support for every 
veteran who, by reason of age or physical disability, cannot support 
himself. 

May I stress thisagain. Our organization submits this as a measure 
based upon existing law. It is not a departure in any sense of the 
word. We are not entering into the field of general pensions; that 
is, those payable without regard to qualification, other than service 
and age. 

We think the pension program we propose is of value to the Military 
Establishment. We are constantly getting reports that there is 
difficulty in maintaining the strength of the Armed Forces. In large 
degree this difficulty is based upon the difference between the earnings 
from military and from civilian life. If our program were accepted 
it would add one more morale builder to those already existing. The 
assurance of added security that such a program would give to the 
man who must be on active duty before he becomes a veteran is well 
worth while, whatever it costs. 

We submit that this objective can be reached if the Congress will 
direct three changes in the pension system already in force. 

1. The current monthly pension award is inadequate in the light 
of today’s living costs. The rates now paid are $66.15, $78.75 and a 
maximum of $135.45 for the small number of veretans who are blind 
or helpless and need attendance. We ask that these rates be increased 
to $85, $105, and $150, respectively. These increases, we feel, are 
modest. We believe they are realistic. We hope that your committee 
and the Congress will agree. 

2. Presently the veteran applying for part III benefits is limited to 
a yearly income to $1,400 if he has no dependents, and of $2,700 if he 
has dependents. We request that these income limitations be in- 
creased to $1,800 and $3,000, respectively. 

3. By commonly accepted standards, a veteran at age 65 is classed 
as having negligible employment potential. Federal Government 
benefits are granted those who retire from the work force at age 65 
and are denied those who do not. In private employment, 65 is also 
the generally accepted retirement age. We therefore ask that the 
veterans pension law recognize age 65 as the statutory age of unem- 
ployability. This means that a veteran reaching that age, and meet- 
ing the income and service requirements, will qualify for a pension. 

Our national executive committee, meeting after the national 
convention, assigned this pension legialation the No. 1 priority in our 
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legislative program for 1956. At the direction of the national execu- 
tive committee, I have appointed a special American Legion com- 
mittee to coordinate our pension effort. 

Serving as members of this new committee—and I am identifying 
these individuals for the first time here this morning—are the fol- 
lowing: 

John Stelle of Illinois, past national commander of the American 
Legion and former Governor of Illinois, 

Herman F. Luhrs of Michigan, presently chairman of the national 
legislative commission of the American Legion, 

George N. Craig, Governor of Indiana, and a past national com- 
mander of The American Legion, 

Erle Cocke of Georgia, past national commander of the American 
Legion. 

Maurice Stember of New York, adjutant of the department of 
New York, the American Legion, and Michael M. Markowitz of 
Pennsylvania, director of rehabilitation of the department of Penn- 
sylvania, the American Legion. 

The first two named are the cochairmen of this special committee. 

This committee, together with our standing legislative and reha- 
bilitation commissions, is available and eager to contribute in eve ry 
helpful way to your consideration of the matter. 

Obviously, we attach tremendous importance to revision of the 
pension system. The changes we seek may appear slight in relation 
to the entire veterans benefit program. For thousands of veterans, 
however, they spell the difference between existing and living—be- 
tween despair and hope. 

Like your committee, we are cognizant of a responsibility to equate 
the welfare of veterans with the welfare of the country. We believe 
this is a thoroughly responsible approach to the needs of the aged 
and unemployable veteran. We solicit your active leadership and 
we trust your good judgment to legislate fair and sound assistance 
this year for a group of war veterans who so sorely need it. 

We are aware of the importance of considering the cost of legislation 
to amend and liberalize pension and compensation laws. We have no 
final estimates available. However, we do have a tentative estimate 
of the first year’s additional cost—$528 million. We shall be of 
necessity dependent, to a great extent, upon official reports and pro- 
jections. Experience in the past indicates that initial or tentative 
estimates of this character have exceeded actual expenditures. In 
considering the equity of our requests and the Nation’s obligation to 
the war veterans, we ask that you evaluate all such cost estimates in 
their relation to the national income and other pertinent factors. 

In the past those who have been critical of the dollar cost of veter- 
ans benefits and services have sought to isolate such costs without 
relation to any other factor. It is our belief that the cost of all 
veterans benefits and services should be considered in terms of in- 
creases in all other fields. Past estimates have shown that the 1955 
costs of veterans programs are approximately1 percent of the national 
income. Virtually the same percentage applied in the period 1890— 
1900. 

We believe that the Nation’s expanded and expanding economy 
must be reckoned with when veterans legislation is considered. 
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In my presentation thus far, my remarks have been limited to those 
features of our legislative program which have the most compelling 
general interest. [| believe you know there are many other important 
items where we seek modification and adjustment of existing law. 

With your permission, the detailed report of our legislative program 
will be filed with the committee. 

In conclusion, may I say that we stand ready to serve your com- 
mittee to the very best of our ability. Our Washington and other 
national headquarters staff personnel are ready and willing to supply 
data which you may need before taking final action on our requests. 
Personally, I shall make myself available to your committee at any 
time when, in your judgment, I can make a further contribution to 
your work. 

I sincerely appreciate this opportunity to appear before you. It 
has been a grand and most pleasant experience. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thank you, Commander. 

Mrs. Rogers, have you any questions of Commander Wagner? 

Mrs. Roacers. I would like to state, Mr. Chairman, that the 
national head of the American Legion has made a very fine statement, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. Waaner. Thank you, Congresswoman Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. I would like to ask if you have : asked to appear before 
the Appropriations, Committee for a defiiciency appropriation to meet 
the needs of cuts in personnel? 

Mr. Waaener. Yes, Congresswoman Rogers. We have asked 
to appear before the Appropriations Committee on all matters affect- 
ing the veterans’ benefits program. 

Mrs. Rogers. Are you going to be heard? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have an application filed, Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. You always do get a hearing? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Sometimes we get a hearing. Sometimes we are 
asked simply to file a statement. 

Mrs. Rocrrs. There is the greatest need. I very much deplore 
today a thing which seems very dangerous, and that is the lack of 
open interest in appropriations for the veterans. It appears that 
there is legislation to do much in the foreign-aid line, and not enough 
in the aid to veterans. 

Mr. Waacner. We appreciate and share your concern. 

Mrs. Rocrrs. You have a marvelous staff, Commander. I con- 
gratulate you on that, and I congratulate you also on your lovely wife. 
I think nachabnicdio she must have been a great help in your being 
elected. 

Mr. Waaner. Thank you very much, Mrs. Rogers. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Dorn? 

Mr. Dorn. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say that I am personally 
very happy to have Commander Wagner and Mrs. Wagner here 
today, and that the people whom I represent are very proud of our 
national commander. ‘This is a very able statement, and we certainly 
appreciate your coming here. 

Mr. Waaener. Thank you, Congressman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Ayres? 

Mr. Ayres. I concur in the remarks of Mrs. Rogers and Mr. Dorn 
It is a fine statement, Commander. We appreciate your offer of 
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cooperation. We have always had it in the past, and I know it will 
be a help for us to work with you. 

Mr. Wacner. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Shuford. 

Mr. Suurorp. I simply want to congratulate the commander on 
the very fine statement here this morning. 

Mr. Waener. Thank you. 

Mr. Suurorp. We have some real problems here. I am sure they 
will receive a very sympathetic and sincere consideration on the part 
of the members of the committee. 

Mr. Waener. Thank you, sir. We will be most happy to assist 
in resolving those problems. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Aparr. Mr. Chairman, my views have already been expressed. 
I shall not impose upon the time of the committee, except to say again 
it was a very good statement, restrained and constructive. 

Mr. Waener. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Christopher? 

Mr. CuristopHeER. I just want to compliment the gentleman on his 
statement and assure him that I am in hearty agreement with it. 

Mr. Waener. Thank you, Congressman. 

Mr. Curistopuer. I feel sure that this committee will be glad to 
work with him to attain the objectives set out in the statement. 

Mr. Waaner. Thank you, Congressman Christopher. 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Avery. 

Mr. Avery. I should like to associate myself with the Congress- 
woman from Massachusetts in her remarks as they apply both to the 
statement of the commander and as they apply to the appearance of 
his wife. I think her remarks are very well taken. 

Mr. Waaner. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Avery. Further, I should like to add one thing as to your 
remarks on veterans’ hospitals. I would like to say that the service 
representative of the American Legion, Excelsior Springs, Mo., made 
a very valuable statement and a very good presentation of the case 
when the VA had made a statement that they planned to close the 
hospital. I was assigned as a representative of the Hospital Com- 
mittee to make a survey out there. Not particularly as a result of 
that survey, but the order has now been rescinded and that hospital 
is to remain in operation at the present time. 

Mr. Wacner. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Avery. I am certain that the American Legion is not without 
credit in that respect. 

Mr. Wacner. Thank you, Congressman Avery. We appreciate 
your help and the help of this committee in bringing that about. 

Mr. Avery. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sisk? 

Mr. Sisx. Mr. Chairman, I, too, would like to associate myself 
with the expressions of the other members of the committee, and 
express my appreciation to the commander. 

Mr. Wacner. Thank you, Congressman Sisk. 

The CuarrMaNn. Mr. Teague? 

Mr. Tracue of California. Commander Wagner, you have cer- 
tainly made a clear and concise statement. Thank you very much. 
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Mr. Waener. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Haley? 

Mr. Haury. Mr. Chairman, I guess when you get this far down the 
totem pole I should just say ‘“‘Amen.”’ 

I want to assure the commander of the American Legion, in which 
I have been active ever since its formation here in this committee, you 
have many people who are sympathetic with the problems of the 
veterans. I know it is a big problem facing this country. I hope 
that you will come back and see us from time to time and express to 
us your views and opinions, for your great organization. 

Mr. Wagener. Thank you, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Commander, I should also like to tell you that we 
have some sickness among the committee members and we have some 
people out of town on business, and there are a number of other com- 
mittee meetings going on where it is necessary that the committee 
members attend. As a matter of fact, the Rules Committee is meet- 
ing right now, and we have three bills over there. That is the reason 
for the absence of the members of the committee. 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. May I say to the commander and to the members 
of the committee that you, commander, have a very able Member 
of Congress to represent you. 

Mr. Waaner. We are very proud of him, and I am particularly 
proud he would take the time to come over and introduce me to this 
committee today. 

Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I might make one request. We have a 
summary of analysis of the American Legion’s position on recom- 
mendations of the Second Hoover Commission. I should like to 
file this in the record before this committee, and also the December 
31, 1955, issue of our National Legislative Bulletin. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection they may be inserted in the 
record at this point. 

(The information is as follows:) 


SuMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF THE AMERICAN LEGION’s PosITION ON RECOMMENDA- 
TIONS OF THE SECOND Hoover COMMISSION 


The Second Hooser Commission issued 19 reports on Federal programs. Con- 
tained in these reports were 314 recommendations. Many of the recommendations 
require amendatory legislation. Some may be accomplished by reorganization 
plans. Others may be put in effect by Executive, or administrative orders. 

On the basis of available information, The American Legion has analyzed the 
recommendations to see how veterans’ affairs would be changed in the event the 
recommendations were accepted. 

The attached summary is self-explanatory. The American Legion approves 
the purpose of 31 of the recommendations dealing with veterans’ affairs. There 
are 46 recommendations meriting opposition from The American Legion. And 
237 of the recommendations apparently are not within the field of veterans’ 
affairs. 

While reserving the right to keep a close watch on the development of the 
Second Hoover Commission legislation program, and steps to make other recom- 
mendations operative through Executive, or administrative order, this is the 
position of our organization nationally. 
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| American Legion’s position 

Number of ves es a 
Title of report | recommen- | 

dations ai 4g | NO posi- 

| Approves | Opposes tion 
1. Personnel and Civil Service________-- pac eowakeeecinae | 19 | 3 | 12 | 4 
2. Paperwork Management, pt. I__---- Rabdpichsemienbida 3 0 | 1 2 
3. Federal Medical Services = teen Sahel 29 | 4 | 16 9 
4. Lending Agencies___. e552 wadans ecb ee beds send 48 0 | 6 42 
5. Transportation : eenin eae die Soka abies 21 3 | 2 16 
6. Legal Services and Procedures Fo dee ca deeawaett 52 13 5 34 
7 PINES ht Ks cc tane dh. Genes wnnassccnen see 23 4} 1 18 
8. Food and Clothing --------- ‘ : eae 4) 0 1 3 
9. Business Enterprises -- ---..--..--.-- ; acetic | 22 | 0 | 0 22 
10. Depot Utilization... .-..........- ; aaa! 2 | 0 1 1 
11. Research and Development_________- $ ieee) 5 0 | 0 5 
12. Overseas Economic Operations ------ jtbdsenae oenal 11 | 0 | 0 | ll 
13. Real Property Management.-.--............-.------------ 13 | 0} 1 12 
14. Budget and Accounting -------_- -- id a tetninbion dial 25 | 0 | 0 25 
15. Business Organization of the Department of Defense - - - - 19 | 4 0 15 
16. Intelligence Activities - - : : e. | 1 | 0 | 0 1 
17. Water Resources and Power__-------- iid hes oe SD 15 | 0 | 0 15 
18. Paperwork Management, pt. IT_- -- eee 1 | 0 | 0 1 
19. Final Report to the Congress-_---..-.--......-------- weal 1 |} 0 | 0 1 
Wen oho. cs ae tee 314 | 31 | 46 237 





{From the National Legislative Bulletin, December 31, 1955. Published by the National Legislative 
Commission, The American Legion, Washington, D. C. Herman F. Luhrs (Michigan), chairman; 
Miles D. Kennedy, director; Clarence H. Olson, assistant director] 


The American Legion has given top priority to a bill to be 
introduced early in January to liberalize substantially the basis 
for awards, and increase present meager disability pension pay- 
ments. One item for example: at age 65, a war veteran will be 
allowed $105 monthly if other income is not excessive. 


AMERICAN LEGION’s 1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Hereon, except for minor omissions, are the present legislative mandates. 
Some of these carry over from 1954 and are associated with congressional bills, 
wherever same have been introduced. Others are 1955 convention and national 
executive committee resolutions, on which bills will be introduced during the 1956 
session of Congress. 

Top legislative priority mandates were listed in bulletin 19, except those for 
national security. The latter will be found on last page of this issue. 

We urge that you retain this comprehensive outline, along with bulletin 19, so 
that you may note legislative developments and progress during 1956. The 
mandates are listed under appropriate headings and subheadings for your con- 
venience. 

The key to source of resolutions is as follows: 1954 and 1955 mean the Wash- 
ington 1954 and the Miami 1955 conventions, respectively. The years 1954 and 
1955, when accompanied by an X and month, mean that the resolution was 
approved by the national executive committee during that month and year. 

AMERICANISM 


Res. | 


No. | Source | Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 


CITIZENSHIP, IMMIGRATION, NATURALIZATION, ETC. 


21 | 1954 X October-_---- 
24 | 1954 X October__-_-- 
101 | 1955 iste “eee 


Amend Social Security Act to deny benefits to certain classes of criminals. 
Amend MeCarran-Walter Immigration Act to equalize veterans’ exceptions. 
_.| Defeat any legislation to weaken McCairan-Walter Act such as S, 519, H. R. 
| 4430, and numerous others. 
382 | 1054. _...--- ...-.| Urge Congress use private immigration-naturalization bills in merit cases only. 
Copies of resolution sent to Senate and House Judiciary Committees. 
Protect naturalization of United States veterans living abroad. 
Funds for additional employees in Immigration and Naturalization Service to 
| enable proper handling of illegal alien cases. 


a 
393 | 1955 


ee Oppose legislation to minimize security provisions of Refugee Relief Act of 
| 1953, such as S, 17094, H. R. 1631, and others. 

BO TW ss dicot acta cane | Funds for additional United States Customs employees to prevent smuggling 
| | of subversive propaganda. (This would naturally include narcotics.) 
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AMERICANISM—Continued 











' 
— Source Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 
ConstituTION Day 
| = ‘ . ‘ . 
Se ee Urge Sept. 17, each year, be observed as Constitution Day (H. R. 3001). 
EDUCATION 
23 | 1954 X October_....| See description under subheading ‘‘Un-American Activities.”’ 
588 | 1955_- : Oppose Federal aid to genera] education. 
FLAG 
| 
| | 
111 | 1955__...........-..| All armed services fly church pernant above the United States flag during 
church services. 
008 Fn ..| Legislation to encourage national observance of Flag Day. (H. R. 323— 


McDonough, House Judiciary Committee.) 
_........| American flag fly day and night over Independence Hall. 
ee ..| Oppose further change in Pledge of Allegiance to Flag. (Oppose H. J. Res. 
368, Fulton—House Judiciary.) 


295 | 1955_-.--- 
562 | 1955 _ - 





| GiR_ Scouts 


38 | 1955 X May-------- | Make the Juliette Low Home a national shrine of the Girl Scouts of America, 





UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 


4 | 1955 X November__| Amend oath of enlistment for enlisted men to include witness by God, and a 
pledge to uphold and defend the Constitution of the United States (H. R. 


5598). 
5 | 1955 X November __| Investigate Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. 
15 | 1955 X May-------- Speed up court procedures in trials involving treason, espionage, sabotage, 
| ete., as proposed in S. 682, by Senator Butler. 
23 | 1954 X October__...| Withhold Federal]-State funds from schools employing disloyal teachers. 
28 | 1954 X October_....}| Enact objectives of 8S. 3 (83d Cong.) to prevent questionable United States 


citizens being employed in or under U. N. (H. R. 776 and S. 782). 
Biwe a ec | Civil Liberties Union be investigated and findings of previous investigations 
| be made public. 


ef SS a cdecees _.| Tax-exempt foundations be reinvestigated by Congress. 

243 | 1955__--- wes ses Congressional investigating committees be continued and commended for 
previous work. 

324 | 1954___-- _........-| Expand scope and definition of treason and treasonable acts; provide suitable 


— 
= 
oO 
o 


penalties (H. J. Res. 135 and H. R. 615). 
Appendix IX (House Un-American Activities Committee print volume) be 
reprinted by Congress. 
395 | 1955_.-.--- .....-..| Funds to carry on Coast Guard security program in every United States port 
and harbor. 


394 | 1955... -- 














064 10ltw sd i A --| Oppose reversal of the conviction of Steve Nelson, Communist (S. 373, and 
H. R. 3 before Senate and House Judiciary Committees). 
OE Be ie icncsee en cnes Authorize use of wiretap evidence in treason and disloyalty cases. 
S02 t 30s... Sd Attorneys appearing before congressional committees, etc., be compelled to 
file a non-Communist affidavit (H. R. 7070 and S. 2326). 
| UNESCO 
| | 
355 | 1955._.._.-- _......-| Reaffirms opposition to UNESCO. 
| 
CHILD WELFARE 
CHILDREN’S BUREAU 
44 | 1955 X May---- od Support Hoover Commission recommendations concerning U. S. Children’s 
Bureau within Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 
| 
43 | 1955 X May-.------ | Approve juvenile delinquency resolutions of Senate Judiciary Subcommittee 
and suggest pertinent program to reduce or eliminate such delinquency. 
(Contains 5 points, covered by bills (1) S. 728; (2) H. R. 819; (3) Public Law 
| 95, 84th Cong.; (4) S. J. Res. 44; and (5) 8. 959.) 
| 
| MATERNAL AND INFANT CARE 
} | . , . 7 
49 | 1955 X May-.----- Urge medical care for dependents of servicemen, etc. (See Res. 443, 1955, 
| carried under national security subtitle “‘Naval A ffairs.’’) 
SCHOLARSHIP ASSISTANCE 
52 | 1955 X May....-.-.- | Scholarships for orphans of wartime deceased veterans and amend other laws 
pertaining to orphans of Korean emergency (H. R. 5711, House District 
| Committee}. 
177 | 1056. ...-...- ......| Program of scholarship assistance to help qualified children of veterans who 
lost their lives as a direct result of wartime military service (H. R. 588 and 
| §. 166). 
72721—56——_3 
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CHILD WELFARE—Continued 





Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 





47 


SociaL SECURITY 


Liberalize social security survivors’ insurance to permit payments to children 
while attending school until age 21, or when disabled before age 18 (H. R. 
4623 and S. 719, S. 2388—also H. R. 7225). 


| Continue benefit payments to disabled children age 18 or over (H. R. 4278; 


also sec. 101 (a) of H. R. 7225). 


; Amend Social Security Act to allow veteran to present discharge or release 


papers at any time to establish service credit. 








CONGRESS 





SENATE VETERANS’ AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


Establish Veterans’ Affairs Committee in Senate. 





ECONOMIC 


AGRICULTURE 


Support President’s program for part-time and low-income farmers, with 
preference to veterans (H. R. 7281 and 8. 2099). 


HovsinG 


| Extend to July 25, 1960, the GI home loan program for honorably discharged 


World War II veterans (H. R. 5477). 

Urge continuance of veterans preference in purchase of surplus housing. 

Increase maximum amount of VA direct loans in Alaska to $20,000. 

Authorize GI home enlargement or improvement loans. 

Oppose H. R. 7312, S. 2528, H. R. 7357, and 8. 2532, regarding fixing of interest 
rates, etc., by Farmers’ Home Administration and other United States 
agencies. 

(1) Oppose any GI interest rate tampering or formula that has upward revi- 
sion possibility, and (2) transfer of VA home loan functions to Housing and 
Home Finance Agency. 


LAND 


| Oppose Alaska Veterans’ Homesteading Act permitting homesteads up to 


maximum of 2,560 acres instead of 160 acres now allowed. 


| Amend Boulder Canyon Project Act so preferential rights to Korean veterans 


are included (H. R. 3943). 


CiviL SERVICE AND VETERANS’ PREFERENCE 


| Amend Civil Service Retirement Act to eliminate conflict with the Veterans’ 


Preference Act, and provide for reemployment of former preference eligibles, 
where qualified, during a national emergency, etc. 

Amend Veterans’ Preference Act so that veterans may be discharged only for 
clearly established misconduct or inefficiency (oppose H. R. 6658). 

Funds for civil service investigation and hearings on appeals under sections 12 
and 14 of Veterans’ Preference Act. 


| Empower civil service to subpena witnesses and records re cases arising under 


sections 12 and 14 of Veterans’ Preference Act. 
Oppose Hoover Commission recommendations curtailing veterans preference 
in civil service. (Oppose H. R. 7530 and 8. 2336, and others.) 


EMPLOYMENT AND VETERANS’ EMPLOYMENT SERVICE 


Authorize unemployment compensation to veterans from date of discharge 


(when employment not available) regardless of mustering-out pay (H. R. 
2562). 


| Funds for the Bureau of Veterans’ Reemployment Rights to provide maxi- 


mum assistance to returning servicemen. 


| Funds to insure adequate service to veterans through the Veterans Employ- 


ment Service. 

Define service performed as a member of the Armed Forces as “Federal 
Service’ for purposes of unemployment compensation for Federal em- 
ployees program. 

Give Federal courts jurisdiction to enforce reemployment rights of reservists 
under sec. 9 (g) (3) of Public Law 51, 82d Cong., as amended. 

Amend Foreign Service Act of 1946, to provide veterans shall receive credit, 
without payment, for retirement purposes for period of honorable military 
service. 





Res. 


teatai-——Vvv0-———o 
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FOREIGN RELATIONS 























No Source Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 
| 
@. ) OB Ai sic cee Oppose lifting trade barriers with Soviets (S. 224). 
| Protect Formosa area. (See Public Law 4, 84th Cong.). 
Red China release American prisoners of war (H. Res. 44 and H. Con. Res. 13). 
United States withdraw from Korean Armistice Commission. 
| Refuse recognition of Red China. 
Oppose seating Red China in United Nations (H. Res. 83). 
| ; Oppose military or economic aid to any nations sending strategic materials 
| to Red China or Russia, etc. 
Amend United Nations Charter; (hearings have been going on). 
| | Oppose any form of world government (H. Res. 107). 
| | Support amendment to art. VI of the Constitution re treaties, pacts, inter- 
| national agreements, etc. (S. J. Res. 1). 
Congress enact S. Res. 95, 84th Cong., re transferrals to Communist Nations. 
Psychological warfare program and enlargement of State Department’s 
| international educational exchange program. (See 8S. 2410, the adminis- 
tration’s bill.) 
2 1955 X May..-.- on Accelerate and expand psychological warfare program (H. R. 6905 and S. 
2268) . 
GERMAN NATIONALS 
| 
(2) Ps died cae ae Oppose return to German nationals’ properties seized and now in the hands 
| of the Federal Government. (Oppose 8S. 854, H. J. Res. 264, H. R. 6730, 
| ete.) 
474 | 1955._..-.-.-- Soci tila Status of Forces—is carried under ‘‘National security—military.”’ 
| 
HOOVER COMMISSION 
43 | 1085_.... _..; Defeat Hoover Commission recommendations by legislation, Executive 
| order, or administrative action which adversely affect veterans’ benefits 
provided by the Federal Government. 
417 | 1955 , ...| Oppose Hoover Commission recommendation to eliminate the Veterans’ 
} Administration Legal Guardianship Service 
541 | 1955_-.-- 4 Oppose dissolution of the VA as now constituted, etc. Reaffirms our ap- 
| proval of the VA as a single agency for veterans’ affairs. 
602 | 1955___ : .....| See Resolution 602 under “Civil services and veterans’ preference.”’ 
44 | 1955 X May..---.-.-- | See Resolution 44 under ‘“‘Child welfare (Children’s Bureau).”’ 
609 | 1955___- ae | See Resolution 609 under ‘‘Housing.’”’ 
Sf Me cuvasianacwesen Enact H. R. 6559, or similar bill, creating a commission on naval and mer- 
| chant vessels to make a complete study of lagging private shipbuilding 
| industry and the possible adverse effect of Government shipyards on 
| same (H. R. 6559 and 7319, S. 2475). 
MEMORIALS—CEMETERIES—SERVICES 
8 | 1955 X November__| Establish site of the Battle of Horse Shoe Bend and territory surrounding it 
into a national military park (S. 831 and H. R. 288). 
20 | 1955 X November-__| Optional monetary allowance in lieu of Government headstone or marker. 
25 | 1955 X November_-_| Acquire additional land adjacent to Mound City National Cemetery to en- 
large same. 
26 | 1955 X November__| Establish a national cemetery in the New England area. 
27 | 1955 X November | Establish a national cemetery near Chillicothe, Ohio (1H. R. 7395). 
34 | 1955 X November_.| Restoration of birthplace of Woodrow Wilson at Staunton, Va. 
68 | 1955 X May--- | Supply of rifles be made available for veterans’ organizations for ceremonial 
| purposes (H. R. 6839). 
72 | 1955 X May........| Urge legislation to defray expenses of next of kin to attend funerals of veterans 
in national cemeteries. 
73 | 1955 X May-. | Block any move by private associations to eliminate a standard uniform 
headstone and/or marker. 
79 | 1955 X May._......| Defense Department rescind order and furnish firing squads at nations! 
cemeteries, when requested by the next of kin (H. R. 167). 
80 | 1955 X May--- | Congress provide for the creation of a memorial in Pershing Park in Laclede, 
| Mo., commemprating th! ife of General Pershing (8. J. Res. 95) 
82 | 1955 X May-- Government furnish chapels at national cemeteries in the United States 
83 | 1955 X May-- .| Congress establish a civilian cemetery commission to control all national 
| cemeteries in the United States, furnish headstones and/or markers, etc. 
84 | 1955 X May.-..--...-| Memorial be erected at Decatur, Il., to honor the Grand Army of the Repub- 
| lie (S. J. Res. 90). 
85 | 1955 X May.-_......| Extend authority of American Battle Monuments Commission to control, 
| maintain, and keep in good condition, monuments erected by combat 
| troops to their dead, etc. (H. R. 834 and 8. 1031). 
86 | 1955 X May-_.......| Legislation to provide a Gold Star pilgrimage for the next of kin to visit the 
overseas graves of loved ones (H. R. 478). 
87 | 1955 X May. .-| Establish a national cemetery serving central northern California located at 
| or near Beale Air Force Base. 
88 | 1955 X May... Establish a national cemetery in the metropolitan area of Chicago, Il. 


1 No number. 
2 War Claims Act—unnumbered. 
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MEMORIALS—CEMETERIES—SERVICES—Continued 


Source 





Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 





1955 X May 
1955 X May-..--.-- 


1955 X May--.- 


1955. _ - 


1955. 
| 1955 


1955 


xX May 


; 1955 
| Rr 
| 1955 


1954 


2 | 1055 


7 | 1954 


| 





| 1954 


1954 


3 Unnumbered 


1954 X October ae 


..| Establish a national cemetery in the Los Angeles area, Calif. (H. R. 4676). 


| Establish a national cemetery at Indiantown Gap, Pa. (H. R. 1561 and 
8. 406). 

| Establish a national cemetery on the vacant State-owned lands in Desota 

| County, Fla. 

| Government furnish grave markers to next of kin for erection in cemetery 


of their choice as a memorial for those missing in action (H. R. 7368 and 
8. 2512). 


NATIONAL SECURITY 


AERONAUTICS 


Congress authorize adequate housing at Air Force bases, Navy, and Marine 
air installations and Army installations. 
| Congress reappraise the force goals of U. 8. Air Force, and increase same to 
achieve overwhelming air superiority. 

Enact flight training as part of Air Force ROTC program and provide hos- 
pitalization and death benefits for those engaged in such training. (H. R. 
| 5738 passed the House on July 21, 1955, now pending before Senate Armed 
| Services Committee.) 

Legislation authorizing area military commanders to certify military housing 
as inadequate and allow prorated refund of quarters allowance to personnel 
| occupying inadequate quarters. 

| Calls for enactment of the Aviation Incentive Act of 1955 (H. R. 7800). 


Civi, DEFENSE 


Implement single supply catalog system. 
| Closer Federal-civil coordination and control] in civil defense; guarantee of 
civil rights on termination of emergencies. 
' Make Federal surplus properties available to State and Territorial civil- 
defense organizations. (H. R. 7227, passed the House, July 29, 1955.) 
Raise Civil Defense Administration to department ievel, with Secretary 
as head (H. J. Res. 71, 75, and 98). 
| Congress provide an effective civil-defense program and funds therefor. 
Urges disaster relief training in secondary schools. 
| 
| MERCHANT MARINE 


16-point program to build up merchant marine. 


| MILITARY AFFAIRS 
| 
(A) ARMED FORCES 


| Distinguished discharge button be given Korean veteran on or following 
honorable discharge from the service (H. R. 7622 and 8. 2659). 
Is carried under ‘‘Naval affairs” of national security. 
Supports commissary and post exchange privileges for all active or retired 
service personnel. 
Place Alaska resident inductees and enlistees on the same pay scale as all 
other servicemen serving on active duty in Alaska. 


(B) ATOMIC-NUCLEAR ENERGY 


Oppose atomic secrets exchange, or agreements, with Russia and satellites 
| for present. 


.| Oppose any agreement to ban use of nuclear weapons. 


(C) CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS 


Oppose granting amnesty to convicted conscientious objectors. 
Civilian work camps be established for conscientious objectors, 


(D) NATIONAL SECURITY TRAINING PROGRAM—UMT 


Amend Public Law 305, 84th Cong., to (1) make NST compulsory; (2) lead 
toward universality of training; (3) speedy implementation of training 
and service in the class A Reserve; and (4) restore to NST Commission 
all functions and powers given under Public Law 51, 82d Cong., and 
sufficient funds to carry out functions. 


(E) PHILIPPINES 


Philippine veterans’ hospitalization carried under “Rehabilitation” title 
of this report. 

Affecting World War II status of Filipino members of U. 8. Armed Forces 
in the Far East (S. 860 and H. R. 2208 and 3674). 
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NATIONAL SECURIT Y—Continued 





| Source Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 
No. | 


MILITARY AFFAIRS 





Continued 
(E) PHILIPPINES—continued 


aca taataacmeeiealiomincell United States pay Philippine Scouts for period of time between release from 
Japanese prison camps and their return to United States military control 
(S. 860 and H. R. 2208 and 3674). 

BI 4 SO. octiandcacnunins | Retirement pay for Philippine Scouts be on same basis as that for all regular 
components of U. 8. Army. 

(F) RESERVE 


ha cieheaiel Urge creation of Assistant Secretary of Defense for Reserve Affairs (H. R. 
2427). 
BOG sh Topics ccnented Extend Reserve affairs to include the organization of formal Reserve units 
| to overseas areas such as Japan, Okinawa, the Philippines, Europe, etc. 
A Se acelin edi tae ae Support S. 1643 to provide full parity of treatment as to retirement and sur- 
|  vivor benefits of Regular and Reserve officers (S. 1643 and H. R. 6408). 
449 | 1954........ pb ankoelal | Amend military civilian component retirement laws as proposed in H. R. 


8417, 83d Cong. (Now H. R. 138, 84th Cong.) 








(G) STATUS OF FORCES AGREEMENT 


sie saat aaa United States make every effort to insure that all American servicemen 
serving overseas receive the protection of the Constitution (H. J. Res. 


|} 309)a 





(H) STOCKPILING 


\itaiilnsatataiatiiat wie Mined | Congress recommend methods to encourage production of critical materials to 
| _ meet expanding economy and security needs of the United States. 
aa Satins anaes See (D) national security training program. 


NAVAL AFFAIRS 


Legislation to develop San Diego Harbor to accommodate Essex and For 
| _ class carriers and funds to accomplish. 
176 | 1955... aA Legislation necessary for the modernization of the Panama Canal 
274 Appropriations for shipbuilding and repair; call for competitive bids, and fair 
percentage to be issued to Pacific coast, gulf coast, and Great Lakes ship- 
yards. 
443 | 1955....-. ie Legislation to insure needed physicians and facilities to provide care to families 
of military personnel, at Government expense (H. R. 3009 and S. 934). 
Enact H. R. 6559, or similar bill, creating a commission on naval and merchant 


estal 





618 | 1955___- 


vessels to make a complete study of lagging private shipbuilding industry 
| and the possible adverse effect of Government shipyards on same (H. R. 
| 6559, 7319; S. 2475). 





REHABILITATION 


ARMED ForRCES REVIEW BOARDS 


Congress to direct review of any separation from military service 
veterans were released with, but not for, disability (H. R. 5602). 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (DISCHARGE) BE FREE 


nnageti« | No fees shall be charged veterans or survivors of deceased veterans for 
ments relating to service in the Armed Forces (H. R. 6274). 


locu- 






CLAIMS AND RATING 
1955 X November_-.| Disability pension legislation to amend awards under Veterans Regulation 
1 (a), part III. (Also see Resolution, 70 and 528, 1955.) 
7) MSc aes | Prevent internal-revenue collections out of VA benefits. 
10 | 1954 X October_....| Authorize military retired pay on basis of recommended promotion when 
yhysical incapacity or retirement precludes further service or accepting 
ligher grade (H. R. 2003). 





11 | 1954 X October_-_-__- | Special compensation for disabilities not adequately covered by rating sched- 
| | ule (H. R. 4563). 

12 | 1954 X October.....| VA pay cost of transporting deceased veteran from VA facility or State sol- 

diers’ home (sec. 3 of H. R. 4562). 

16 | 1954 X October. _| Authorize honorable discharge to those released from World War I service 
| simply because they were aliens, and for no other reason (H. R. 1616). 

We Bi chit a _| Exclude last illness, etc., expenses when determining if net annual income dur- 
| ing year of death precludes death pension for widows and/or orphans 

33 | 1955 X May.---..-- Claim for funeral or burial expenses shall be deemed timely filed, when filed 


| with the VA within 2 years of date discharge is corrected or changed, etc. 
| Provide that members of the National Guard, who suffer disability or death 
| in line of duty from disease during a period of active Federal service of 30 
| days or less, be entitled to same benefits as provided reservists (H. R. 7580). 


63 | 1955 X May 


4UMT. 
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| 1954 X October- 





5 | 1954 X October 


| 1955 X May...-_-- 


1955 X November- . 





| 1955 X May....__.-| 
1955____ ; 





REHABILITATION—Continued 





Descriptive title (and bills, if any) 


CLAIMS AND Ratine—Continued 


| Increase at least 10 percent all monthly rates of disability and death compensa- 


tion and pension payable under existing VA laws. (Also see No. 7, 1955, 
November X.) 

Survivors benefits—Support enactment of H. R. 7089, with amendments as 
recommended. 

Death pension to widows and orphans of service personnel where death not 
attributable to service, and redefine ‘“‘widow.”’ 

Provide that allowance for dependents commence same date service connec- 
tion of veteran is evaluated (H. R. 1624). 

Income determination: Excludes ist $3,000 of commercial life insurance from 
income when computing widow’s income for pension purposes. 


| Each period of service shall be considered separately in determining entitle- 


ment of a veteran or survivor to VA benefits. 

Death pension for World War II and Korean war widows on same basis as 
now applicable to World War I. 

Is referred to under the title ‘Veterans’ Status’’ of this bulletin. 

Burial allowance be increased to $250. (Presently $150 is allowed.) 

Sufficient funds for staffing of Board of Veterans Appeals, and appointments 
thereto be made by the merit system. 

Modify the basis upon which VA benefits to women as widows may be made 
(H. R. 6889). 

— 3-year presumption for service connection of multiple sclerosis 
(H. R. 1618). 

Restore equality of service-connected-compensation rates (H. R. 3810). 


__| Oppose moves by Bradley Commission, etc., to take away any benefits to 


veterans, their widows and dependents to which they are now entitled. 

Forfeitures: Veteran be given right to court action in cases where VA has 
decided to forfeit such benefits and rights. 

Income determination: VA change present regulation so that lump-sum 
social security benefits will be considered income for year veteran died, 
irrespective of date of payment. 

Increase income limitations for pension purposes from $1,400 to $1,800, and 
from $2,700 to $3,000. (Also see Resolution 7, 1955, November X.) 

3-year service-connected presumption requested for certain psychoses develop- 
ments following wartime service (H. R. 1618). 

Active tuberculosis be deemed both permanent and total for purposes of pt. 
IIT disability pension. 

— law regarding VA benefits to veterans in foreign countries (H. R. 
4836). 

INSURANCE 


Revise Government insurance program for service personnel and veterans. 
This is a 12-point program. (H. R. 4421 covers point 4; H. R. 4422 covers 
No. 5; H. R. 1623 covers No. 7; H. R. 4423 covers No. 8; H. R. 4420 covers 
No. 9; H. R. 1615 covers No. 10; H. R. 6419 covers No. 12.) 

Accrued installments to the date of death of a beneficiary of servicemen’s 
indemnity be payable to beneficiary’s estate. 

Reinstatement of lapsed U. S. Government life insurance, through reconsti- 
tution of lien authority (H. R. 1629). 

Judicial review of VA insurance decisions based on subsections N and R of 
sec. 602, NSLI Act of 1940 (H. R. 5955). 


| Restore former USG and NSL insurance privileges to wartime veterans 


(H. R. 1627). 
MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL 


Chapel at VA Hospital, Northampton, Mass. (H. R. 68). 

Legislation for the construction, modernization, additions and/or improve- 
ment of domiciliary, hospital and auxiliary structures at State or Territorial 
a, a and appropriation of funds for 5 years (H. R. 4446, S. 1459, 
and others). 


| VA hospital in Chicago be named as memorial to Col. A. A. Sprague (H. R. 


1625). 


_| Oppose transfer of outpatient clinics to VA hospitals. 


Authorize medical and hospital treatment for strictly U. 8. Armed Forces 
veterans residing in Philippines for their service-connected disabilities 
(CH. R. 2001 and 8. 1844). 

Amend law to permit retired service personnel to receive V A service-connected 
disability treatment without dual accounting redtape (H. R. 1620). 


| Reaffirms support of the Federal program of providing hospital care for vet- 


erans whose conditions are not due to service, and who are not able to pay 
for needed care and treatment, etc. (See Res. 223, 1955.) 

Construction of a new veterans’ hospital for the metropolitan area of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Reiterates the American Legion policy regarding hospitalization and domicil- 
iary care for American veterans. (See Res. 153, 1955.) 


| Change the name of the Seattle VA hospital to the “George E. Flood 


Memorial Hospital.” 

Congress to provide more realistic salary and promotion program in VA Med- 
ical Service. 

Adequate staffing of the Contact Division of all VA hospitals. 
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REHABILITATION—Continued 








! 
Res. | 8 neaiiihinn il “ 4 .) 
No. ource Descriptive title (and bills, if any 
MEDICAL AND HospitaLt—Continued 

OF ici ca ntcessamn Complete original plans for adequate recreation facilities at the Wilkes-Barre 
| VA hospital. : 

Ob) WOR 6 secs scsi | Appropriate sufficient funds to fully staff all veterans’ hospitals, for the hos- 
pitalization and treatment of the veterans of World War I, World War II, 
| and the Korean war. 

$081 1000_.....-...-ss2ce Construction of an administration building at the VA in Minneapolis. 

490 90063054 0 ld Increase gospital facilities for mentally ill veterans. 

POLICY—VETERANS 
20} OAs ec Sees Oppose legislation to limit, hamper, or restrict benefits to which veterans are 
now entitled. 
34 | 1955 X May---.--- _.| Bring up to date and reprint State veterans’ laws. 
43 1955__....._........| See caption ‘“‘Hoover Commission”’ in this bulletin. 

105 1955 X May.......- Free TV (H. R. 6899 and 6913). 

417 SS ci nine'y didsnwresetecee | See caption “‘Hoover Commission.” 

GP EG ive ncnccccksnces Oppose any move by Bradley Commission, or any other committee, to do 
| away with non-service-connected veterans’ pension benefits. 

Sik} 20... is leks Oppose dissolution of the VA as now constituted. Reaffirms our approval of 
| the VA as a single agency for veterans’ affairs. 

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION AND TRAINING 

8 | 1954 X October____- Extend vocational training and education commencing date for certain World 
| War II veterans (H. R. 1626). 

0 } Tie bnnct nan ada Extend entrance and terminal date for education and training to certain dis- 

abled veterans (Public Law 346) (H. R. 1621). 

WP GONG! 6 s ckntacainetl Amend Public Law 555, 82d Cong., to permit a veteran more than 1 change of 
| education and training program, if unable to continue because of conditions 
beyond his control. 








STATEHOOD 





11 | 1955 X sieinentinane | Reaffirms support of principle of statehood for Alaska. (H. R. 2535.) 








ans’ benefits are involved. 


(3) | 1955 X eer Reaffirms support of principle of statehood for Hawaii. (H. R. 2535.) 
VETERANS’ STATUS 
Or Seek... .2.:.... oe s Provide wartime benefits to WAAC who later served in WAC. (H. R. 2560 
is American Legion bill; H. R. 4786 is administration bill.) 
640 | Ps ocd War wieweaninhece Oppose granting military status to certain nonmilitary groups when veter- 


3’ Unnumbered. 


ADDITIONAL LEGISLATIVE Priority For 1956! 
NATIONAL SECURITY 


1. Miami Resolution 128: Amend Public Law 305, 84th Congress to (1) make 
NST compulsory; (2) lead toward universality of training; (3) speedy implementa- 
tion of training and service in the class A Reserve; and, (4) restore NST Com- 
mission all functions and powers given under Public Law 51, 82d Congress, and 
sufficient funds to carry out its functions. 

2. Miami Resolution 474: United States make every effort to insure that all 
American servicemen serving overseas receive the protection of the Constitution. 
Status of Forces Treaty now makes such protection questionable. 

3. Miami Resolution 233: Urge raising Civil Defense Administration to 
department level, with Secretary as head. 

To our subscribers: This is the last bulletin of the 1955 series. The first 
1956 issue will be January 16, 


1 Continued from Bulletin No. 19, 
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National Legislative Commission, the 


(Michigan) chairman 
(Missouri) first vice 


Herman F. Luhrs, 
Jerome F. Duggan 
chairman 
George L. 
chairman 
Dr. Thomas 
chairman 
Ernest 8. Goens (Texas) vice chairman 
Gene Hassman (Oklahoma) vice chair- 

man 
Bernie C. 
chairman 
Lynn G. 
chairman 
Frank L. 
chairman 
Bradley R. 
chairman 


Cleere vice 


Ely 


(Alabama) 


S. (Virginia) vice 


McLeish (Michigan) vice 


Peterson (California) vice 


Pinola (Pennsylvania) vice 


Taylor (Wisconsin) vice 


American Legion, November 29, 1955 


Paul Aylward (Kansas) 

William C. Brooker (Florida) 
William G. Burns (Illinois) 

Robert H. Bush (Iowa) 

Milton P. Christa (Michigan) 
Maurice F. Devine (New Hampshire) 
George Ferrio, Jr. (Connecticut) 
Richard J. Freshwater (Louisiana) 
Vincent A. Maher (New Jersey) 

W. O. McClellan (Ohio) 

W. H. MeMains (New Mexico) 
Harry G. Miller (Arkansas) 

Wiley M. Pickens (North Carolina) 
Dr. Thomas J. Powers (Massachusetts) 
Paul S. Samuels (New York) 

Elmer W. Sherwood (Indiana) 

L. A. “Bill” Williams (Washington) 


Legislative Liaison Committee (from National Executive Committee) 


Col. " 
A. Hamilton 
J. Goppert 


Claude 
E. 


(South Dakota) 
(Wyoming) 


The CuarrRMAN. Mr. Dorn? 
Mr. Dorn. 


Mr. Wagner 


I should like to say that we in Greenwood, 5 
would make an excellent national commander last vear 


Thomas W. Miller (Nevada), chairman 


Charles N. Collatos (Massachusetts) 
Preston J. Moore (Oklahoma) 


Mites D. KENNEDY, 
Director. 


C., knew 


when he had breakfast with us and he took three helpings of grits. 
Mr. Waaner. -Might I say that I enjoyed all three, and also enjoyed 
the wonderful ham which C ongressman Dorn smokes himself. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. Hauey. Mr. Chairman? 
The CHarrMan. Mr. Haley. 
Mr. Hatrey. 


Thank you, Commander. 


I was just going to ask the distinguished gentleman 


from South Carolina if that was all they served him down there. I 
am glad to hear that they did have some ham. 


Kennedy? 
Chairman, 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. 
Mr. KenNEpy. Mr. 


might I ask that the record show 


the commander is accompanied by the gentlemen from the American 


Legion whose names appear on the list I handed you. 


oceasion to introduce them, 
knows them. 
the record. 


There is no 


since every member of the committee 
We would appreciate it if their names could appear in 


The CuarrmMan. Without objection. 


Mr. KENNEDY. 


list. That is Robert B. Pitkin, 


There is one name that I inadvertently left off the 
who should be added. 


He is the 


managing editor of the American Legion magazine. 
On behalf of my associates on the staff, and personally, I should like 
to thank you for your compliments this morning. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
would not have gotten them. 


You have earned them, Mr. 


Kennedy, or you 


Thank you very much, Commander. 


Mr. WAGNER. 
of the committee. 


Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman and members 
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The CHarrRMAN. We will now hear from the Disabled American 
Veterans. I believe Congressman DeWitt Hyde will present the 
national commander. 


STATEMENT OF HON. DeWITT S. HYDE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Hypsr. Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, it is my honor this morning to present—not to 
introduce, I am sure, but to present—a constituent of mine, a former 
colleague of ours in the House of Representatives, who resigned from 
his position as a Member of the House of Representatives to enter 
the active service of his country in the United States Marine Corps 
where he served with honor and distinction. It is my honor and 
pleasure, Mr. Chairman, to present to this committee the national 
commander of the Disabled American Veterans, Maj. Gen. Melvin 
J. Maas. 

Mr. Chairman, may I request to be excused? <A previous commit- 
ment makes it absolutely necessary that I leave at this moment. 

General, I hope you will excuse me for having to leave. 

Mrs. Rocsrs. I know how proud you are of your constituent. We 
are just as proud of him. 

The CHAIRMAN. We certainly will excuse you, Congressman Hyde. 
I am sure Mel Maas knows that you cannot attend all these committee 
meetings at the same time. 

Mel, we are very happy to have you with us. Proceed in your 
own way. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. MELVIN J. MAAS, NATIONAL COM- 
MANDER, THE DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS; ACCOMPA- 
NIED BY OMER CLARK, DIRECTOR OF LEGISLATION; CICERO 
HOGAN, NATIONAL SERVICE DIRECTOR; ROLAND JENSEN, 
ASSISTANT ADJUTANT GENERAL; AND CHESTER CASH, AS- 
SISTANT TO THE NATIONAL SERVICE DIRECTOR 


Mr. Maas. Mr. Chairman and Madam—sometimes chairman 

Mrs. Rogers. I have hopes next year. 

Mr. Maas. I was just about to say they have not seen the last 
of you as chairman. 

| am very proud to be introduced this morning by my Congressman 
and good friend DeWitt Hyde. It is like old times to be back here. 

I have appeared before your committee at other times, while I 
was a Member of Congress. I used to be a witness occasionally 
before your committee. It is kind of fun to be back in these familiar 
halls again. 

Mrs. Rogers. You almost always got your way, too, did you not? 

Mr. Maas. Well, I was always right; that was the only reason. 

Thank you. 

It is a unique experience for me, however, to appear before a com- 
mittee of Congress as a national commander of a major veterans 
organization. I tell you that I am very proud to have been elected 
national commander of the DAV. I have the highest respect and re- 
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gard for the organization and for what it has done and is doing through 
the years. 

I am accompanied this morning by the principal staff directors. 
I know they are all familiar to you: Maj. Omer Clark, the director of 
legislation; Capt. Cicero Hogan, the national service director; Roland 
Jensen, the assistant adjutant general; and Mr. Chester Cash, as- 
sistant to Captain Hogan. 

I have been out in the field a great deal and have seen the work at 
firsthand of the service officers of the DAV. I am tremendously 
impressed. We have, I believe, the largest field force of full-time 
national service officers of any organization. They are all college 
trained in this work. They above all are completely dedicated to the 
purposes of our organization. 

We were organized and chartered for one purpose, and we confine 
ourselves to that: For the welfare of the disabled veterans, their widows, 
and dependents. In our national service program we carry out 
yourintentions. Our service officers see to it that the disabled veterans 
get the benefits which you intended they should have, and which you 
provided by law. We do not try to go beyond that. We merely 
carry out and assist the Congress in seeing that the benefits it pro- 
vided are in fact made available to the disabled veteran. 

I am not going to discuss, Mr. Chairman, specific legislation this 
morning. We have several bills that have been pending here for 
some time. I might mention one of them, because it may be peculiarly 
appropriate that Ido. That is a bill where a veteran loses an eye and 
also is an amputee; where it is provided he will get additional con- 
sideration. I can assure you—not that I am an amputee—that my 
fingers are crippled with arthritis, and since they are my eyes it is an 
additional difficulty. 

The CHairman. If I may interrupt, that bill is before the Rules 
Committee this morning and we hope to get a rule on it before 12 
o'clock. 

Mr. Maas. Wonderful. 

Mr. Chairman, I had prepared a formal statement, but unfortu- 
nately I cannot read it, since I forgot my glasses. 

There is one thing I am disturbed about. I do not know what the 
Bradley Commission is going to recommend, of course, but I am 
disturbed very greatly by the nature of some of the questionnaires 
that are being sent around to all groups. I am praticularly concerned 
with the service-connected disabled veteran’s problem. This ques- 
tionnaire goes in great detail into the financial status of the individual ; 
not only what private income he may have, but what income and 
property his parents have, what his brothers and sisters are earning, 
what his uncles and aunts are earning, and if he has children what 
they are earning. The impression, of course, is that this is leading 
up to some kind of recommendation for legislation which would 
reduce the compensation to veterans if they are gainfully employed, 
and to the degree to which they are. 

I should like to point out that as Chairman of the President’s 
Committee on Employment of the Physically Handicapped we have 
been carrying on a great campaign, and are continuing to and will 
continue to, to see that all handicapped people are rehabilitated and 
gotten into jobs. 
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Our particular work is to create an atmosphere in this country, a 
climate, in which employers will not discriminate against men and 
women because they have physical deformities. Our whole effort is 
to sell them on the idea of employment. A person who has a handi- 
cap—maybe the loss of limbs, or sight or heart trouble—is properly 
placed; if rehabilitated and trained and put in a job that he is capable 
of doing, he is no longer a handicapped worker at all. 

It is going to be very difficult in our work and for the President’s 
Committee on the Employment of the Handicapped, and the crusade 
that we are carrying on in the DAV if the impression gets around if 
an individual—and I am thinking now particularly of a disabled 
veteran—is going to be penalized for the very thing we are trying to 
carry on throughout the country—and that is to get the handicapped 
people rehabilitated and gainfully employed—there will be nothing 
more discouraging to this whole movement. It would spread to the 
nonveterans as well as the veterans, and that is the impression now 
if they do this, they will lose their compensation, or have it reduced. 

I know that the intent of the Congress through the years has been 
to compensate veterans for losses they have received in war service. 
That should not be made contingent upon their ability to get reha- 
bilitated and to get gainful employment. 

But the very nature of the question itself, regardless of what it is 
going to lead to, is creating consternation throughout the country and 
it has us very greatly disturbed. I think you could do nothing better 
than in some way reassure the disabled veterans of the country that 
they will not lose the compensation you have provided for them 
merely because they have so much self-respect and want to have their 
dignity respected by being employed. 

I hope you will see if there is some way you can now reassure them, 
because these questionnaires are still in the process of being distributed, 
and they are requesting answers. 

In my opinion, it is none of the Government’s business what a 
veteran earns if he is capable of getting a job and earning it. 

I also hope, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, that 
you will not delay on necessary and vital legislation awaiting some 
report. As I understand it, the Bradley Commission was to have 
reported in November. They are not ready yet. They are still 
sending out questionnaires. This could go on indefinitely. I hope 
it will have no influence whatever on your consideration of legislation— 
that vou will consider these things solely on their merits. 

I have very little more to say except my main endeavor during the 
year—and I am the national commander of the Disabled American 
Veterans—is to aid the employment opportunity of disabled veterans. 
After all, what they want isajob. They donot wantadole. They do 
not want a handout. They want to get rehabilitated and prepared 
for a job and then they want to work as all Americans do. 

This year I am endeavoring to have all of our 1,900 chapters become 
active employment services for disabled veterans. Through the staff 
of the President’s Committee on Employment of Physically Handi- 
capped we are having prepared a manual, because they have the 
technical knowledge to do it, which will be printed and distributed 
to the chapters by the DAV. It will be at no expense to the 
Government. 
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I have asked chapter commanders and department commanders to 
appoint an active employment officer and committee, and we are 
giving them the techniques in how to assist disabled veterans to get 
jobs. . 

There is still a great deal of prejudice that has to be overcome in 
this country and in my opinion it is disgraceful. It is disgraceful 
when a man or a woman who served his country and was disabled in 
doing it cannot get an appropriate job merely because of prejudice 
against his physical condition. 

1 believe that we can do a great deal by having active employment 
chairmen in committees in every one of our 1,900 chapters. I believe 
we can do a great deal to help the veterans in their great ambition, 
which is suitable, gainful employment. 

The DAV does a superlative job now in aiding veterans in estab- 
lishing their claims, and suggesting the proper compensation that the 
Congress provided for them, to see that they get appropriate reha- 
bilitation, that the educational opportunities are fully taken advantage 
of, and the one we feel we will now concentrate on is seeing that every 
disabled veteran has a job opportunity. 

We are very appreciative of the cooperation we have received from 
this committee. You have always been most considerate of our organ- 
zation and disabled veterans. It has been a very happy association. 
I know that it will continue and I can assure you that you will con- 
tinue to have the same cooperation and assistance from the national 
service staff of the DAV that you have had in the past. 

As I have observed through the years as a Member of Congress and 
as a member of the major veterans’ organizations, because I am a life 
member of three of the major organizations, it has been a wonderful 
partnership, and I think it is the finest thing in America. It repre- 
sents our greatest achievement. Perhaps our secret is the fact that we 
have a partnership between Government and private organizations— 
charitable, veterans, civic, and so forth. That is our real secret. 

The Government does not attempt to dictate or do it all, nor does it 
leave it all to private groups. That partnership is an unbeatable 
thing and we have raised it to its highest degree in this country. 

I would like now to give my congratulations to this committee and 
to the Congress. It has been a privilege to be with you this morning. 
I hope that I will see vou manv times during the year. I will probably 
not be as available as some of the other national commanders because 
I travel very extensively in the interest of the employment of the 
handicapped. 

In the last few years since I have been chairman I have traveled 
some 250,000 miles, but Major Clark will always be available to you 
with his assistants. 

I thank you very much. 

The CHarrman. We thank you, General Maas. We certainly 
appreciate your coming. We would like to say to you, Major Clark 
and Captain Hogan that in coming you have been most helpful to us. 
We are going to miss Charlie Foster, who has found a greener field to 
work in this year. Any time that we can be of help to your staff all 
they have to do is to call upon us. 

At this time we will start the ‘“Amens.” 

Mr. Hatey. I will say “Amen,” and compliment the distinguished 
gentleman on his fine talk. 
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The CuatrMan. Mr. Teague. 

Mr. Teacue of California. I could not see a greener field in which 
to work than the one in which you are now working. I thank you 
for the splendid work that you are doing. I am sure that all the 
members of this committee are particularly sympathetic to the welfare 
of the disabled veterans, 

The CuHarrMan. Mr. Sisk. 

Mr. Sisk. I would like particularly to commend the commander 
on the very excellent job they are doing with reference to the employ- 
ment of the disabled veterans. I think it is one of the outstanding 
programs in America today and certainly I am wholeheartedly for it, 
and I am sure that the other members of the committee are. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Aparr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to tell the general that the 
members of his staff have always been helpful, objective, and fair- 
minded when appearing before this committee. Your statement this 
morning, General, was in line with that standard. We look forward 
to working with the members of your staff during the coming months. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Christopher. 

Mr. CuristorHer. I want to begin by complimenting General 
Maas on his fine statement. I do have a question or two that I 
would like to ask him. 

Am I correct in assuming this Bradley Commission is a Commission 
appointed by the President to give a report on veteran affairs expendi- 
tures and make recommendations? I would like to have a little more 
information regarding that Commission. 

General Maas. I have talked with General Bradley a good deal, 
from the time the President first asked him to take the chairmanship, 
and his understanding was his Commission was to study everything 
relating to the question of pensions. Whether it goes into other 
fields or not, Ido not know. My understanding was that it was to be 
pensions and compensation. They are to make a study and then make 
a report to the President and to the Congress on the whole situation—a 
factual statement probably with recommendations. 

Mr. CuristopHer. Would you be able to furnish this committee, 
or any of the members thereof, the names of the membership of the 
Bradley Commission and what they are engaged in in private life, 
and who they are? 

The Cuarrman. The committee has that information, Mr. Chris- 
opher. 

Mr. CurisropHer. I would be glad to have it personnally. 

The CuarrMan. I will see that you get it. 

Mr. CuristopHer. [| have nothing further to say at this time except 
to assure Mr. Maas this committee will be glad to work with him. 

General Maas. Thank you. 

Mr. CuristopHEeR. Our sympathies are always with the disabled 
veterans; in fact, with any veterans, because in the last analysis they 
have offered their lives and bodies on the altar of their country, and 
they are entitled to the very best we can give them. 

‘The Cuarrman. Mr. Ayres 

Mr. Ayres. I want to congratulate the commander on the fine 
presentation he made before us this morning and to commend him 
personally for the inspiration he is providing for the disabled American 
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veterans. I will certainly cooperate in any way with him to assist 
those men and women who are disabled. 

General Maas. Thank you. 

The CHarrMAN. Judge Shuford. 

Mr. Saurorp. Mr. Chairman, I am in full accord with what has 
been said this morning. I want to thank the general for the fine 
statement that he has made. We appreciate your appearance here. 
I know something of the work the general is doing in connection with 
the disabled. In my section of the country he is receiving very 
hearty support and he has some very splendid missionaries there that 
are assisting him in carrying on his work. 

Thank you very much, General. 

The CHarrMAN. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rocrrs. General Maas, it is delightful to see you here. I 
wish that you were back with the Congress fighting on the floor. We 
know of your prowess as a fighting marine and the fight that you have 
made ever since. 

You have a very fine staff that we have known for years—Major 
Clark and Mr. Hogan, and Charlie Foster. 

I would like to say that without your glasses you see so much more 
than other people see. The DAV is to be heartily congratulated on 
the selection of you as commander. 

General Maas. Thank you. 

Mr. Ayres. I might tell the commander my assistant, who runs my 
home congressional office in Akron, is the commander of the DAV 
post and is also a 100 percent disabled veteran because of his eyes, and 
be, like the commander, certainly observes a lot that perhaps some of 
us with vision do not. 

Mrs. Rogers. You are absolutely right. We know what the general 
did as head of the physically handicapped organization—both for the 
veterans and the civilians. 

How much do you think this constant asking of the veterans and 
their families what their income is going to cost? I think that the 
Veterans’ Administration has become a regular gestapo the way they 
and others get out and hound the families. They scare them half to 
death and take away their compensation. They take it away, and it 
often has to go back to them. There are hundreds of thousands of 
dollars spent that way, and I wish that they would stop it. 

General Maas. Frankly, I think it is disgraceful. 

Mrs. Rocers. I agree with you. 

General Maas. It is terribly disturbing to the veterans. 

Mrs. Rogrrs. It is not fair in any way. I wish that we could 
legislate in some way to stop that sort of thing. I know that the 
regulations are cruel. They are cruel to the widows. I just re- 
cently had a case of a widow of a service-connected pensioner. She 
happened not to have her application in in time, and I understand 
that it will be cut off retroactively. What decency is there in a thing 
like that? We created the Veterans’ Administration for kindness, 
and I think it is up to the Congress to see that they are kind. They 
are going ahead and doing these things and the cost is far greater than 
the savings they can effect. 

General Maas. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Dorn. 
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Mr. Dorn. We appreciate your frank statement. I think that 
you have earned the ham-and-grits treatment, so come on down. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any official statement that you 
would like to place in the record? 

General Maas. No, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. We hope that you will come back to see us when 
you are in town. We certainly appreciate your coming up and being 
with us today. 

General Maas. Thank you very much. 

The CHarrMan. With regard to the Bradley Commission, have 
they contacted you people? Are they keeping you informed as to 
what they are doing and where they are going? 

General Maas. They have contacted us, but they only ask, they 
do not tell us anything. 

The CuatrMan. I would like to tell you that I made considerable 
effort to keep them from getting the money for the Commission until 
finally General Bradley came up here and talked to me and promised 
me that before anything was released, or any action was taken, the 
veteran groups were going to be called in and they would go over the 
whole thing before they did anything. I certainly agree that all these 
questions and what they have done, tend to be very irritating, and it 
causes a lot of doubt in the boys’ minds. 

I hope that we will be able to work upon a legislative program and 
upon a course that will stop any more such commissions as we have 
had. 

General Maas. It is hurting our campaign to get a job setup 
through our chapters because many of them will ask frankly, ““Wait a 
minute. If I take a job maybe they will take my compensation away 
from me.” 

If we could get that situation clarified, it would be a help 

The Cuarrman. There is another phase to this that I think you 
know about. There are some corrections that need to be made in 
some veterans’ laws. It seems that every veteran group asks always 
for new legislation, but there never has been anyone to come in with 
a recommendation that some legislation has not been proper and should 
be changed. 

We can easily fight situations that every veteran in the country will 
agree should be changed, but there is not a single group that will come 
in and say that some of these glaring examples should be corrected. 

For instance, out west somewhere there was a husband and a wife. 
Each one was discharged for mental disability and each received 
duplicate benefits for their children. The amount ran up to a sum 
never intended by Congress. The whole community resents the 
veterans’ program because of these two particular people. It seems 
to me that all of us should do something to clean this thing up that 
would tend to stop some of these investigative commissions and 
others that keep picking at our veteran program. 

General Maas. I think that you are quite right. Of course, we 
get our legislative program, and I suppose the other organizations do, 
from resolutions that are offered at our national conventions, and 
I doubt if you are ever going to get any of the delegates to tuese 
conventions to ever offer that kind of resolution. But . quite agree, 
it is a service the veteran groups themselves should be participating in 
just as much as asking for additional benefits. 
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The CHarrMan. I think probably all the veteran groups could 
improve their tactics in handling resolutions. I know some resolutions 
that passed the Texas DAV convention that were never read on the 
floor. If that is the type of consideration given important questions 
in your national convention, the outlook is not good. 

General Maas. As a result of our Des Moines convention, we are 
certainly going to try to improve our procedures at San Antonio. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you. It is always good to have you up here. 

Major Ciark. I would like to answer more specifically the question 
you proposed to the commander about the Bradley Commission. 
We have had two contacts both in the form of letters. One was dur- 
ing the past summer which contained the same questions which were 
given to the Commission by the President when the Commission was 
appointed, asking for our reaction to those questions. We had 
another letter written within the past 2 months, quite a lengthy 
document, asking for our opinion on a survey which the Disabled 
American Veterans might have conducted with relation to some of 
these problems. ‘That ‘letter has not been answered. It is a difficult 
letter to answer because we have no machinery, or personnel setup for 
that kind of study. We will have to do a little crystal ball gazing to 
try to answer those letters. Mr. Hogan has contacted the C ommission. 

The CHarrMan. I will be disappointed if this is not handled in a 
careful way so as to cause as little disturbance as possible among our 
veterans. I have much faith in General Bradley. I do not know of 
anyone in whom I have more faith. The thing that disturbs me is 
that General Bradley is around this Commission very little. He 
comes in once a month, or twice a month. I do not know how often. 
He is not the person down digging into this thing, and I do not believe 
you can come in once a month and have a full picture of what the 
situation is. 

Major CLtark. May I add one other thing: the resolutions passed 
at the last national convention of Disabled American Veterans have 
been mimeographed, indexed and bound in book form. They have 
been presented to the committee and I think a copy has been sent to 
you, Mr. Chairman. 

The commander referred to two resolutions which we were particu- 
larly interested in, one with regard to the allowance for blindness, and 
the other one which we have been advocating for some time, the re- 
duction of the dependency allowance for those rated less than 50 
percent, 

The CuarrmMan. We thank you very much. 

The committee will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:20 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 
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1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF THE AMERICAN LE- 
GION, THE DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, AMERI- 
CAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II, VETERANS OF 
FOREIGN WARS, AND VETERANS OF WORLD WAR I 


‘TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 1956 


HovssE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 356, Old 
House Office Building, Hon. Olin E. Teague (chairman) presiding. 
The CHarrMAN. The committee will come to order. We have 
with us this morning the national commander of the AMVETS, and 


he will be presented by Congressman Sheehan of the 11th Distcict 
of Illinois. 


STATEMENT OF HON. TIMOTHY P. SHEEHAN, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


Mr. SHEEHAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It gives me great pleasure to introduce to this committee and to 
the members thereof the national commander of the AMVETS, 
Mr. Rudolph Pesata, of Berwyn, Ill., who was elected the national 
commander on September 11, 1955, at the organization’s 11th annual 
convention, which was held in Philadelphia. He is a veteran of 
22 months of overseas duty in the Southwest Pacific and the Philip- 
pines. He was a member of the 31st Infantry Division, known as 
the Dixie Division, with which he served from 1942 to 1946. 

Commander Pesata became active in the AMVETS upon his dis- 
charge and has held several major posts in his climb to national 
commander, including the leadership of Federal Post No. 7 in Chicago, 
which was once and probably still is the largest post in the AMVETS 
organization. He has been national inspector general, a member of 
the national finance committee, and has served as chairman of the 
AMVETS national civil service committee. 

Prior to his election, Mr. Pesata was a postal supervisor in the 
Chicago post office, and he has been active in the National Federation 
of Post Office Clerks and the National Association of Postal Super- 
visors. He is, I might add, like one of us, in that he has been a 
Federal employee. 

His home is in the 10th Congressional District of Illinois, which 
adjoins my district, and he and I have attended a great many func- 
tions together, some of them AMVETS gatherings and many spon- 
sored by Federal employee groups. 
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It is expected that we will both attend the banquet this April, at 
which time honors will be extended to Mr. Pesata here in Washington. 

He is married to the former Muriel Rita Jordan of Buffalo, N. Y., 
and they have a daughter, Joan. I have frequently kidded Rudy 
that one of the things that I know makes him great is the fact that 
be is married to a good Irish girl. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Go right ahead, Mr. Commander. 


STATEMENT OF RUDOLPH G. PESATA, NATIONAL COMMANDER 
OF AMVETS; ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN R. HOLDEN, NATIONAL 
LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, AND ALVIN M. KELLER, NATIONAL 
PROGRAM DIRECTOR, AMVETS 


Mr. Pesata. Chairman Teague and members of the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, before getting into my formal statement this 
morning, I would like to take this opportunity to thank Congressman 
‘“Tim’’ for the very fine introduction. 

I would like to introduce the gentlemen with me. On my right, 
John R. Holden, our legislative director, and on my left, Alvin Keller, 
our program director. 

It is a distinct privilege to accept on behalf of my organization this 
opportunity to present the highlights of AMVETS 1956 legislative 
program. I can assure you that this appearance represents a mile- 
stone in my year as national commander. 

This date, of course, marks the approximate halfway mark of 
another congressional term. To me, however, it is a beginning— 
the beginning of a productive legislative year—a year that we of 
AMVETS hope will have special significance, marked by success in 
resisting the efforts of those who would place expediency and economy 
above equity and merit in determining the best course for our Nation’s 
veterans. 

This goal cannot be attained by AMVETS alone. It requires the 
active interest and support of every member of this committee. In 
the year ahead, you will undoubtedly be called upon to consider 
many of the recommendations stemming from the recently completed 
Hoover Commission study. Some have merit, while others strike at 
the very heart of the veterans benefit structure. You have already 
demonstrated an awareness of the implications of the Hoover recom- 
mendations on veterans affairs with the release, on March 26, 1955, 
of an analysis of their report on Federal medical services. We are 
confident that in your forthcoming deliberations you will reject those 
recommendations that adversely affect the best interests of veterans. 

The recommendations of the President’s Commission on Veterans 
Pensions will surely be unveiled prior to the adjournment of this 
session of Congress. Almost a year ago, my predecessor, in a similar 
appearance before this very committee mdicated that AMVETS 
would not prejudge the recommendations stemming from the study 
being conducted by the Bradley Commission. We reiterate that state- 
ment today. 

Anticipating, however, that recommendations to alter the existing 
non-service-connected pension structure will be forthcoming, delegates 
to the 11th National Convention of AMVETS adopted a resolution 
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that opposes any move on the part of the Bradley Commission or 
any other group to eliminate the non-service-connected veterans 
pension system. In our judgment, present pension laws are sound. 
Any move to eliminate or reduce them will be opposed vigorously by 
AMVETS. 

Believing that the rates of compensation for service-connected 
disability and death are not commensurate with today’s cost of living, 
we shall seek legislation to provide such an increase in the immediate 
future. We recognize that H. R. 7089, the survivor-benefits bill, 
which passed the House of Representatives during the last session of 
Congress would revise aekatically the scale of compensation payments 
to widows, children, and parents. The proposed revisions are not, 
in the judgment of AMVETS, the most equitable approach to this 
problem. We realize, however, that legislation before this committee 
to increase the rates of compensation to survivors will be dependent 
upon Senate action on H. R. 7089. 

Under current statute, a psychosis that becomes manifest to a 
degree of 10 percent within 2 years of separation from military service 
is presumed to be service connected for treatment and hospitalization 
purposes only. AMVETS contend that the presumption of service 
connection, being valid for this purpose, would be equally valid for 
the payment of compensation. Accordingly, we urge you to consider 
amendatory legislation during this session of Congress. 

In the field of veterans pensions for non-service-connected disabil- 
ities, we have but one legislative recommendation. As you well know, 
unmarried veterans, who may be obligated to support dependent 
parents, cannot qualify for non-service-connected pension based on 
total disability if their annual income exceeds $1,400. 

It is the considered opinion of AMVETS that unmarried veterans 
who prove to the satisfaction of the Veterans’ Admiristration that 
they are supporting dependent parents should receive the same 
consideration with respect to income limitations as married veterans. 
We, therefore, recommend that the income limitation for single 
veterans with dependent parents be increased to $2,700 per year in 
determining entitlement to nonservice-connected pensions under 
part IIT, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a). We respectfully urge that 
this committee consider this matter during the current session of 
Congress. 

A long-standing inequity in the criteria for determining the eligibility 
of widows for death pension demands attention by this committee. 
As you know, widows of World War II and Korean conflict veterans 
to be eligible must establish that the veteran upon whose death the 
application for pension is based was separated from service for medical 
reasons or that he had an ascertainable degree of service connected 
disability at the time of death. The widows of World War I veterans 
applying foi this benefit are spared this requirement and may qualify 
merely on the establishment of 90 days service and a discharge other 
than dishonorable. We can see no logical reason for the disparity 
and recommend its correction. 

Equally deserving of attention during this session is legislation to 
provide for the deduction of burial expenses from the proceeds of 
commercial life insurance in determining a widow’s annual income for 
entitlement to non-service-connected death pension. In many 
instances, a widow is denied pension for a year because the proceeds 
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from a small insurance policy, most of it consumed by burial expense, 
cause her to exceed the statutory income limitation of $1,400 or 
$2,700 as the case may be. 

AMVETS continue to recognize the need for a scholarship assistance 
program for the children of certain deceased veterans. We have 
reviewed with approving interest H. R. 588, the bill to provide Federal 
Scholarships for the minor children of our war dead, and introduced 
by the distinguished chairman of this committee. We believe your 
action continues the enlightened policy, first exemplified by Public 
Law 346, which not only recognizes the heroic sacrifices of our service 
men and women but also acknowledges a responsibility for their 
future in terms of self-help. 

Even more important is the future of those youngsters whose 
fathers’ sacrifices have prejudiced their own opportunities. AMVETS, 
as you know, have long believed both in the particular need for 
educational grants under such circumstances and the responsibility 
of the Nation to provide them. In fact, our current resolution on this 
subject, first adopted in 1954 and reiterated in 1955, goes even beyond 
the scope of your proposed legislation and includes the children of all 
service-connected dead and totally disabled. 

Because we feel that scholarships must be provided, whether 
through private or public action, AMVETS have already taken steps 
in this direction in the absence of large-scale activity by the Federal 
Government. Our National Service Foundation has established the 
AMVET memorial scholarship program which annually awards seven 
$2,000 college scholarships to the children of deceased or totally 
disabled former servicemen. 

On the basis of our experience with the scholarships and with the 
problems of the children of servicemen, I should like to recommend 
that the children of all service-connected dead and permanently and 
totally disabled veterans be eligible for scholarships. The aeie 
of these additional groups will, of course, increase the cost of the 
scholarship program. No one, however, can or should be pennywise 
when considering the educational future of these children. Most of 
them would not face the need for help if their fathers had not been 
killed or disabled in the defense of our country. We respectfully 
urge you to assign the highest priority to the consideration of this 
worthy legislation. 

The excellent results of the veterans’ education program are known 
to all of us. This investment by a grateful Nation acting through 
Congress is paying and will continue to pay for many years tremendous 
dividends in economical, social, and technological advances. Accord- 
ingly, AMVETS will continue to actively support all programs to 
effect improved educational opportunities, and particularly, we will 
support an educational program for all ex-servicemen that will con- 
tinue as long as the youth of the Nation are being drafted for military 
service. 

It has been estimated that some 11 million World War II veterans 
have not used their entitlement to the loan guaranty provision of the 
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944. The authority to grant 
this benefit will expire in July 1957. Like the education program, 
the effect of this program on the economy of the Nation has been 
tremendous. Its advantages to the Nation far outweigh any objec- 
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tions that can be cited. With the termination date approaching, it 
is reasonable to assume that many thousands of veterans will utilize 
their entitlement in the immediate future. As the demand for housing 
increases, some inflationary reaction, in the nature of higher prices 
in both old and new housing, could conceivably follow. Aside from 
the possibility of inflation, the natural rush of veterans trying to 
meet the July 1957 deadline could result in a “boom and bust” 
proposition of greatly accelerated construction activity for a year and 
a half followed by a sharp decline. Such a situation could have dire 
effects on the economy of our Nation. 

At the time the July 1957 limitation was imposed, no one, of course, 
could foresee the outbreak of Korean hostilities in June 1950. In 
the 3 years that followed, substantial credit controls were imposed 
and construction materials became scarce. These factors undoubtedly 
interrupted the home-buying plans of many veterans. 

Because of these compelling reasons, we support a 3-year extension 
of the loan guaranty program for World War II veterans. 

In discussing the World War II housing program, we cannot over- 
look the splendid work of this committee in exposing the unscrupulous 
persons engaged in the illegal sale of GI housing entitlements in certain 
areas of the country. Such a practice is not only illegal but casts a 
shadow upon the integrity of veterans everywhere while besmirching 
an otherwise fine record of achievement. We urge that you continue 
your vigilance in this direction. 

We are not unmindful of the fact that the investigations conducted 
by this committee during the 1st session of the 84th Congress into the 
state of repair and maintenance of Veterans’ Administration hospitals 
played a major role in the appropriation of additional funds for sorely 
needed repairs and modernizations in older facilities. In recognition 
of this outstanding contribution in the interests of veterans, our 
national executive committee in its spring meeting of 1955, com- 
mended the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and urged that the 
needed overhauling and repairs brought to light by your investigation 
be completed at the earliest practicable date. 

Obviously, this extensive project will require additional moneys 
Accordingly, delegates to the most recent AMVETS national con- 
vention unanimously endorsed a resolution calling upon Congress to 
appropriate sufficient funds to permit the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs to increase the tempo of this long-range project. We expect 
to make these views known to the Appropriations Committees of 
both Houses of Congress. We are confident that this committee will 
continue its active interest and productive efforts in support of the 
so-called Veterans’ Administration nonbed betterment program. 

We have attempted here today, Mr. Chairman, to highlight our 
legislative program for the coming year. In the interest of time, 
we have, of course, touched only upon certain matters of current in- 
terest. to veterans and those concerned with the welfare of veterans 
and their dependents. With your permission, sir, we desire to sub- 
mit a digest of the resolutions adopted in September 1955 by the 11th 
Annual National Convention of AMVETS. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, they will be included in the 
record, 

(The digest of resolutions referred to is as follows: ) 
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Dicest oF Reso.tutTions ApopTreD By AMVETS lita Annvat NATIONAL 
CoNVENTION, PHILADELPHIA, Pa., SzepTeMBER 8-11, 1955 


1, Endorses the code of conduct as promulgated by the President’s Executive 
Order 10631 for members of the Armed Forces and urges that American youth 
be educated, before induction into the armed services, in the importance of our 
American heritage, the history of our country, and a better understanding of the 
way in which our political, social, and economic institutions function. 

2. Seeks amendment to Public Law 414, 82d Congress, to abolish the national 
origins quota system and replace it with a new vee based on family unification, 
asylum from and persecution, and occupational skills needed in this country. 

3. Favors improving educational facilities in this Nation on a local, State, and 
national level. 

4. Support generally legislation that will improve the living standards and 
social and economic welfare of North American Indians. 

5. Commends the efforts of all departments of the Federal Government in- 
cluding the FBI in ferreting out subversive influences in the Government service. 

6. Calls upon the Department of Defense to use the basic element that guilt 
is always personal as a yardstick for determining whether commissions or other 
privileges and responsibilities in the Armed Forces shall be granted. 

7. Favors a stricter screening and enforcement system to prevent forging of 
documents and photographs required for entry into the United States by im- 
migrants and recommends that a fingerprinting system be set up to insure that 
only legally authorized persons enter this Nation. 

8. Favors cooperation with the National Conference of Christians and Jews in 
the observance of Brotherhood Week. 

9. Urges AMVETS posts to assist in their community toward integration in 
the public schools. 

10. Favors uniform aviation liability legislation in the 48 States based upon 
the premise that recovery against an aircraft owner or pilot be conditioned upon 
the usual rules of negligence. 

11. Recommends that State departments of education and land-grant colleges 
embark upon a comprehensive program of aviation education as an integral part 
of our total public education system and offers AMVETS’ assistance in further- 
ing this goal. 

12. Calls upon the United States Air Force to take grater cognizance of the 
Civil Air Patrol and revise the rules and regulations under which CAP operates; 
provide greater facilities and additional moneys to enlarge and reactivate the 
CAP throughout the Nation. 

13. Commends the Civil Service Commission for its leadership in the eo 
ment clinic program and request that this program be continued and that AMVET 
posts continue their support of these clinics. 

14. Opposes those portions of the Hoover Commission Report on Personnel and 
Civil Service that adversely affect the best interest of veterans; opposes any at- 
tempt to reduce, curtail, or eliminate the privileges and benefits given to veterans 
and their dependents by the Veterans Preference Act of 1944, as amended; re- 
quests that agencies take punitive actions against persons who willfully violate 
the provisions of the Veterans Preference Act of 1944, as amended. 

15. Urges Federal agencies to use reduction-in-force procedures on reassign- 
ment of personnel occasioned by reorganization to the fullest extent possible in 
recognition of the principle of retention preference. 

16. Favors legislation to permit Federal employees to retire after 30 years of 
service regardless of age on full annuity and to permit any employee who is sep- 
arated involuntarily after 25 years of service, except for cause, to draw full retire- 
ment annuity; to provide that the computation of retirement annuity be based 
on the same formula now provided for Members of Congress. 

17. Supports the Civil Service Commission’s request for adequate funds for 
the satisfactory execution of its delegated authority and responsibilities basic to 
the veterans’ rights, benefits, and privileges; petitions the Civil Service Commis- 
sion and Congress to provide adequate resources for the Inspection Division of 
the Civil Service Commission, so that inspection of personnel actions and position 
allocations by agencies can be made on an annual basis. 

18. Petitions the Civil Service Commission to extend reassignment provisions 
of the reduction-in-force regulations to employees in the excepted service who pre- 
viously possessed competitive status: 

19. Favors amendment to the Veterans’ Preference Act to require that guard, 
elevator operator, messenger, and custodian positions be restricted to veterans as 
long as veterans are available. 
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20. Petitions the Civil Service Commission to refrain from granting extension 
of a temporary time limit appointment beyond 1 year for acting postmaster and 
rural carriers where the Civil Service Commission has established an adequate 
list of eligibles. 

21. Urges the Civil Service Commission to establish a standard table of penal- 
ties with a reckoning period assigned each penalty for uniform use in all Federal 
agencies, provided that no reckoning period be for more than 2 years. 

22. Urges the Civil Service Commission to deny agency requests for disability 
retirement for employees who have not completed 20 years of civilian service, 
thereby allowing those employees the choice of withdrawing their contributions 
from the retirement fund if desired. 

23. Urges the Civil Service Commission to amend regulations to extend the 
time limit for filing appeals under section 14 of the Veterans Preference Act to 
10 days after exhausting all administrative appeals of the agency, provided the 
CSC requires that final adjudication of such appeal be completed within 45 days 
after notice of adverse decision. 

24. Expresses continued support of the Veterans’ Administration and seeks to 
maintain VA as a one-stop, one-service Federal agency for all veterans and their 
dependents; opposes those organizations and commissions that seek to tear down 
the present structure of the VA and its benefit program. 

25. Continues support of the theory of non-service-connected hospitalization 
for needy veterans when beds are available in VA hospitals; expresses belief that 
the present VA hospitals should be maintained and necessary funds be appro- 
priated to renovate and repair older VA hospitals, with the possibility that some 
may be converted for domiciliary care; encourages all programs which would 
attract qualified medical personnel into VA medicine. 

26. Favors enforced regulations to protect veterans from faulty home construc- 
tion and supports the theory of a national uniform building code. 

27. Supports the compensation and pension system for disabled veterans; 
supports the theory of adequate but equal care for all widows, orphans, and 
dependent parents; emphasizes that survivor benefits should be equal, regardless 
of rank, at the time of death or separation. 

28. Supports the maintenance of those agencies and programs which will assist 
veterans in securing gainful employment; seeks the continuanée of a strong civil 
service program for veterans and the proper protection of their job. 

29. Seeks the establishment of a veterans’ affairs committee within the United 
States Senate. 

30. Expresses opposition to Veterans’ Administration Circular 19. 

31. Seeks legislation to permit judicial review of Veterans’ Administration 
decisions involving forfeiture of benefits. 

32. Suggests continued active support of programs designed to bring about 
improved educational opportunities for all, and urges the Government to furnish 
some type of educational program to veterans, as long as the draft law remains in 
effect. 

33. Recommends that a program to acquaint veterans with educational benefits 
available to them before their deadline date for entrance has expired be conducted 
on a national and State level. 

34. Seeks legislation to permit Korean veterans 4 years after discharge to initi- 
ate a course of education or training and 9 years to complete such course. 

35. Seeks amendment to VA regulations, so that veteran students ordered to 
limited periods of military training would not be penalized by having such time 
charged as nonattendance. 

36. Supports a part-time academic farm program, consisting of academic and 
theoretical instructions for veterans whose farm would not qualify for training 
under Public Law 550. 

37. Requests amendment of Veterans’ Administration regulation so that 
transfers from correspondence study to residency study will be permitted without 
constituting a change of program, provided such transfers be made within the 
3-year delimiting date for initiating a course of study. 

38. Supports H. R. 550 to grant 36-month scholarships to children of men or 
women killed in service during World War II and the Korean conflict. 

39. Expresses opposition to the Hoover Commission recommendations on 
Veterans’ Administration medical services. 

40. Recommends the consolidation of VA form 10-P-10 and 10—P-10a into 
one form, to be filed when needed for hospitalization has been established. 

41. Recommends that the Veterans’ Administration convert any unused beds 
to neuropsychiatric beds. 





2222 1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


42. Recommends that the salaries of VA professional personnel be raised as 
rapidly as possible so that they are commensurate with the individual’s ability 
and qualifications. 

43. Expresses continued support of an adequate appropriation of funds to per- 
mit the VA to continue its hospital renovation, repair, and modernization program. 

44, Endorses and supports H. R. 1620 of the 84th Congress. 

45. Urges a continuation of the research portion of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion program. 

46. Expresses support of legislation that will result in financing adequate VA 
medical services. 

47. Requests the Government to make a more thorough investigation of the 
purpose and the individuals who make application for a Government franchise 
to originate and service Government-insured and guaranteed mortgages and 
check into the monopolies formed by certain overly ambitious residential builders 
who now control building companies, insurance companies, real estate companies, 
banks, and mortgage companies. 

48. Calls upon the Federal Housing Administration to scrutinize more carefully 
the individuals and purposes of those seeking FHA licenses. 

49. Urges the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to study the practice 
of transferring existing mortgages in the sale of GI guaranteed homes with the 
view of establishing safeguards that will protect the interest of the veteran home- 
owners, should they sell their GI guaranteed homes. 

50. Seeks legislation to authorize a 3-year extension of the GI loan guaranty 
program for World War II veterans. 

51. Endorses the policies of the Secretary of Labor governing service to veterans 
through the public employment services. 

52. Requests Congress to appropriate sufficient funds for the Bureau of Em- 
ployment Security, State employment security agencies, and the Veterans’ Em- 
ployment Service, so that their continued service to veterans may be assured. 

53. Urges Congress to strengthen the Bureau of Veterans’ Reemployment 
Rights, United States Department of Labor, by making sufficient funds available 
for adequate service to veterans. 

54. Reaffirms full support and active cooperation in the promotion of the 
apprenticeship programs being carried on by Federal and State governments. 

55. Urges labor unions to extend a maximum entry age limit for apprenticeship 
for veterans by a period equal to the time spent in military service. 

56. Seeks amendment to section 1501 of the Social Security Act, to provide 
that service performed as a member of the Armed Forces of the United States 
be included in the definition of Federal service for the purpose of unemployment 
compensation for Federal employees. 

57. Urges AMVET departments to seek the anactment of liberal second injury 
laws in their respective States. 

58. Urges AMVET posts to cooperate with local offices of the Federal and 
State employment agencies. 

59. Seeks amendment to the Universal Military Training and Service Act of 
1951 to provide for Federal court jurisdiction in cases involving training duty 
reservists under section 9 (g) (3). 

60. Urges the Bureau of Veterans’ Reemployment Rights to continue rendering 
every possible assistance to reservists in securing reinstatement to employment 
after active training duty. 

61. Urges employers, labor organizations, and others to cooperate with the 
Bureau of Veterans’ Reemployment Rights in carrying out both the spirit and 
intent of Congress with respect to protecting the jobs of veterans. 

62. Urges the Department of Labor through the Bureau of Veterans’ Re- 
employment Rights to negotiate agreements or take other appropriate action to 
insure that reemployment rights be quoted to veterans whether or not they 
had filed a claim with the employer or the Bureau. ; 

63. Seeks amendment to Social Security Administration regulations to permit 
veterans and widows to waive a portion of social security benefits to qualify within 
the income limitation for eligibility to Veterans’ Administration non-service- 
connected pension benefits. 

64. Urges branches of the military service to investigate the advisability of 
of instituting a system whereby duplicate copy of all treatment rendered to 
servicemen would be furnished to the serviceman at the time he is treated. 

65. Recommends amendment to extension 2—A of the 1945 Schedule for Rating 
Disabilities to provide this benefit for inorganic neuropsychiatric disorders as 
well as organic conditions. 
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66. Seeks legislation to provide a general increase in the rates of disability and 
death compensation commensurate with the present day cost of living. : 

67. Seeking legislation to grant same pension benefits to widows and dependents 
of World War II and Korean conflict veterans as now granted to those of World 
War I veterans. 

68. Recommends that the processing of death claims be decentralized to 
regional offices of the Veterans’ Administration. 

69. Requests amendment to the 1945 Schedule for Rating Disabilities to 
provide that ratings of the spinal column should be applied in the same manner 
for wearing of braces and appliances as it is for disease or injury of the affected 
part. 

70. Seeks amendment to Veterans’ Administration regulations to make pension 
awards for active pulmonary tuberculosis effective the date of hospitalization or 
the date of filing claim, whichever is later. 

71. Seeks legislation to provide that burial expenses not in excess of $1,500 be 
deducted from the proceeds of commercial life insurance in determining income 
limitation for dependents’ pension benefits. 

72. Calls upon the Defense Department to postpone court-martial proceedings 
against returned prisoners of war until it has established uniform procedures to 
be followed by all branches of the service. 

73. Seeks legislation or administrative change in regulations to abolish the 
policy of charging $1.50 for a duplicate copy of a veteran’s lost discharge. 

74. Expresses active opposition to any proposal that will eliminate non-service- 
connected veterans’ pension benefits. 

75. Seeks legislation to increase the income limitation to $2,700 in the case of 
single veterans with dependent parents under part III, veterans regulation 1 (a). 

76. Seeks amendment to VA regulations to provide that malignant tumors 
developing a 10 percent or more degree of disability within 2 years after separation 
from active service shall be presumed to be service connected. 

77. Seeks legislation to provide dependents’ allowance for veterans with 10 to 
49 percent disability rating at same rates as veterans with 50 percent and over. 

78. Seeks legislation to provide a 2-year presumption of service connection for 
psychosis for compensation purposes. 

79. Seeking legislation to provide that disability or death, except when due to 
willful misconduct, incurred between the time of discharge and arrival home 
under orders shall be considered as incident to active service. 

80. Adopts the following position on H. R. 7089, the survivor benefits bill: 
(a) Opposes the provisions of section 202a and advocates $152 monthly to sur- 
vivors irrespective of rank; (0) endorses title III with respect to the death gratuity 
payment of a minimum of $800 and a maximum of $3,000; (c) opposes the pro- 
vision to eliminate the differential between wartime and peacetime compensation 
rates; (d) opposes section 205 and advocates death compensation of $100 for 1 
parent and $125 for 2 parents; recommends that the criteria for determining 
dependency be $1,500 annual income for 1 parent and $3,000 for 2 parents; 
(e) opposes the termination of postservice insurance under section 621 of the 
National Service Life Insurance Act; (f) endorses title IV, providing contributory 
social security for Armed Forces personnel (this provision adopted by national 
executive committee meeting November 20, 1955). 

81. Seeks legislation to amend section 5, Public Law 23, 82d Congress, and 
section 621 of the NSLI Act to provide a 2-year period in lieu of the present 120 
days after separation in which to apply for insurance. 

82. Seeks legislation to amend Public Law 23, 82d Congress, to allow veterans 
of World War I and II a 2-year period during which United States Government 
life and national service life insurance may be purchased. 

83. Secks legislation to repeal those insurance laws which allow the existence 
of a service-connected disability to be a bar to the reinstatement of Government 
life insurance. 

84. Supports legislation to grant statehood to the Territories of Alaska and 
Hawaii. 

85. Opposes the admission of Red China into the United Nations. 

86. Opposes the return of property seized by the United States Government 
undec the Trading With the Enemy Act from citizens of nations with whom we 
were at war during World War IT. 

87. Reaffirms support of St. Lawrence seaway legislation. 

88. Urges the Congress to explore methods and techniques of improving the 
Reserve program +o conform with the highest practical defense necessities. 
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89. Recommends that treaty arrangements be made with all nations to insure 
that members of our Armed Forces are tried by United States military court- 
martial for offenses committed within a particular nation while on active duty. 

90. Endorses the Prisoner of War Code of Conduct issued under recent Presi- 
dential Executive order and urges a studied indoctrination of the youth of our 
Nation in American history and tradition. 

91. Urges the Department of Defense to assign a qualified psychiatrist as a 
consulting member of every court-martial board hearing cases involving violation 
of the POW Code of Conduct; also urges that a former prisoner of war be assigned 
as a member of the court in such cases. 

92. Advocates a more extensive observance of Pearl Harbor Day, VE Day, 
VJ Day and days of significance to the Korean conflict. 

93. Recommends the establishment of a Department of Civil Defense headed 
by a Cabinet officer. 

94. Advocates adequate appropriations to support the nationwide civil defense 
program. 

95. Opposes the erection of the Netherlands carillion on the Nevius tract in 
Arlington, Va. 

96. Endorses H. R. 5992 and H. R. 6218, 84th Congress, to provide that the 
date for termination of Federal responsibility over the Menominee Indians be 
delayed until December 31, 1960. 


Mr. Pesata. These resolutions contain the complete AMVETS 
legislative program, and, in our judgment, merit the same attention 
as the portion already cited. 

A close analysis of this program will reveal that AMVETS are 
interested in the perfection of a sound legitimate structure of vet- 
erans’ benefits—an enduring structure that will adequately and prop- 
erly discharge the Nation’s obligation to its veterans and at the same 
time earn and merit the respect of the American people. 

Basically, the structure should include (1) adequate compensation 
and medical treatment for service-connected disabilities and adequate 
but equal care for survivors, (2) pensions for veterans who are per- 
manently and totally disabled from non-service-connected conditions, 
with need, unemployability and disability as the fundamental tests 
to be met, (3) entitlement to hospitalization for the treatment of 
non-service-connected disabilities when a bed is available and finan- 
cial need is apparent, (4) vocational rehabilitation to overcome occu- 
pational handicaps created by service-connected disability, (5) edu- 
cation and training to replace lost opportunity, and (6) special 
assistance, including certain priorities and preferences, in obtaining 
suitable, gainful employment. 

This in essence is our program. We look to you who are responsible 
for plotting the proper course for millions of veterans for assistance. 
We are confident that your objective thinking and careful study fol- 
lowed by the nonpartisan, vigorous action you have demonstrated so 
frequently in the past will result in a sound equitable structure of 
veterans benefits. We pledge to this committee and its extremely 
capable staff our continued cooperation and assistance in attaining 
this goal. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, for 
giving me the opportunity to present the 1956 legislative program of 
AMVETS here this morning. Thank you very kindly. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Mrs. Rogers, do you have any questions? 

Mrs. Rogers. No. I just want to thenk you for all you have done 
and for your fine stetement. Sometimes I disagree with some of your 
findings, but I slwevs appreciate your efforts in behalf of the veteran. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Dorn? 

Mr. Dorn. No questions. J want to thank you for your appearance 
and fine statement. 

The CHarrRMAN. Mr. Kearney? 

Mr. Kearney. I have no questions. | just want to thank the com- 
mander for his very fine statement. 

The CuHarrMAN. Do any members of the committee have any ques- 
tions? 

Mr. Asprnau. | have just one observation, after complimenting 
the commander on a very clear and succinct statement. 

On page 9, Mr. Commander, you state: 

Basically, the structure should include (1) adequate compensation and medical 
treatment for service-connected disabilities and adequate but equal care for 
survivors— 

Do you mean care commensurate with that given to the veterans, 
or do you mean equitable care for all survivors, whoever they may be? 

Mr. Pesata. I would like to have our legislative director, Mr. 
Holden, answer that. He is better apprised on that point. 

Mr. Houpen. We have in mind the survivor benefits bill, H. R. 
7089, Mr. Aspinall, which advocates 2 structure of survivors compensa- 
tion based on the rank of the serviceman at time of death. We were 
opposed to that feature in the House, and we will oppose it in the 
Senate. 

We advocate an equal rate of compensation for all widows, regard- 
less of the rank of their husbands. So when we speak of adequate but 
equal care for survivors, that is what we have in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do any other members bave any questions? 

Mrs. Rogers. I do not want to interfere with anybody else. 
Rather than a question, [ would like to make a statement. 

I would like to compliment you on the wonderfully fine staff you 
have here in Washington. Mr. Holden and all of you have been very 
fine. And your past commander, Mr. Wilson, I see here. 

Mr. Pesata. Thank you, Mrs. Rogers. I quite agree. I am 
blessed with a wonderful staff to work with. 

Mr. Epmonpson. Mr. Chairman, I think the point raised by 
Congressman Aspinall might be developed just a little bit further. 

You are not proposing by this a system of medical treatment for 
survivors; are you? You are referring to the pensions. 

Mr. Hotpen. We mean “adequate compensation and medical 
treatment for service-connected disabilities,” period; and _ then 
“adequate but equal care for survivors.”’ 

Mr. Epmonpson. Your “care” relates to the compensation aspect 
and not the medical? 

Mr. Houpen. Yes, sir. That’s correct. It does not relate to 
medical treatment for survivors. 

Mr. Epmonpson. I think you have a splendid program here, with 
some very constructive ideas in it. And I intend to speak to you 
further about one of the specific ideas after the meeting. But I did 
want to compliment you on your fine statement. 

The CHarRMAN. Mr. Commander, did you read the President’s 
message yesterday? 

Mr. Pesata. The budget message? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 
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Mr. Pesara. I didn’t have an opportunity to read much of it. 
I did check one portion of it, on the amounts of money being allocated 
to the hospital program. 

The CuarrMan. In your statement you come out opposing any 
change the Bradley Commission might make. The President particu- 
larly pointed out that our compensation laws needed to have some 
reconsideration. Is your organization doing any work along that 
line? 

Mr. Presata. Yes. We have a committee that has been studying 
both the pension and compensation structure. The committee has 
not advocated any changes in the pension laws. But, we would defi- 
nitely oppose the Bradley Commission if they made any inroads on 
the present veterans’ pension laws of this country. The compensa- 
tion laws are still under study by our group. 

The CuarrmMan. Has your organization given any thought to men 
who leave this country and give up their citizenship, as to whether 
they are entitled to either service-connected or non-service-connected 
pensions? 

Mr. Pesata. To my knowledge that subject has not come up before 
ourconvention. If this committee is interested, I will bring the matter 
to the attention of our national executive committee for discussion at 
our spring meeting. 

The Cuarrman. I think before the year is over the committee will 
do some work on it. It seems in some countries any person who 
reaches a certain age is declared unemployable. I have no doubt in 
my mind as to service-connected people, but I do have some reserva- 
tions about people who give up their citizenship and are drawing non- 
service-connected pensions. There is a considerable portion of our 
veterans’ budget going to foreign countries under that circumstance. 

Mr. Pesata. I, frankly, agree with that point of view very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. And, of course, the President expresses a very 
definite concern for the long-range veteran program. He said that— 

Expenditures for veterans’ provrams are now rising —reversing the decline from 
the peak in 1947 as World War II veterans completed their readjustment to 
civilian life. In the fiscal year 1956, the Federal Government will spend an esti- 
mated $4.6 billion for a wide variety of aids to veterans, an increase of 9 percent 
over the actual outlays in 1954 and 5 percent over 1955. This increase will 
oceur notwithstanding the savings made through improved management of the 
Veterans’ Administration, and the long-run outlook under present laws is for 
continued large increases in payments to veterans. 

1 believe somewhere else in the message he says that World War I 
veterans, about 20 percent of them, are drawing non-service-connected 
pensions or will do so in fiscal year 1957; that in wars prior to that, the 
trend is that 85 percent of them will draw some pension in the future. 
And, of course, that goes to my concern for proposals that have been 
mis ade by The American Legion for an increase in the pension program. 

My first concern is the service-connected disabled, and then the 
aia. orphans, and those who cannot take care of themselves. 

Have the AMVETS taken any position on this at all? 

Mr. Prsata. In view of the fact that there has been no interest 
shown in that direction, we at the present time are not advocating 
pension increases. In fact, as it stands now, we are opposed to such 
a plan. 
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The CuHarrman. Of course, this committee in the last few years 
have heard some argument that we should not consider the projected 
costs of the veterans program. I personally cannot agree with that 
philosophy. I think that we must look at the long-range program. 
I think, for example, you can build this veteran program up to the 
point where it will topple. And I certainly hope your organization 
will give some thought to the long-range program and what we are 
eventually going to be doing for our veterans. 

As I am sure you know, we have something over 22 million veterans 
today. 

Mr. HoutpEen. May I supplement the commander’s remarks, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The committee that Commander Pesata spoke of is composed, in 
our judgment, of experts in the compensation and pension field—men 
who are aware of the need for increased benefits or liberalization of 
benefits. The fact that our committee has made but one recom- 
mended change in the pension structure and that to increase the 
income limitation for single veterans with parents, is significant. It 
indicates that they have looked at the overall structure and did not 
see fit to make any added recommendations for liberalization of the 
law as it exists today. 

So I do not believe that AMVETS then could support such a 
liberalization of non-service-connected pensions at this time. 

The CuarrmMan. Do your service officers give you reports as to any 
duplication or overlapping or changes that they think should be made 
in the law, that they see out over the country? 

Mr. Pesata. Yes; definitely. In fact, they were in here for a con- 
ference just at the end of November. We had them in for an annual 
3-day conference. At that time, to my knowledge, they followed 
this exact position that we are following here today. 

Mr. Ho.pen. And in addition to that, in response to a bulletin 
from our national headquarters, they are at this moment studying the 
overall structure of veterans benefits in an effort to come up with 
recommendations for possible revision, so that we can make recom- 
mendations to the Bradley Commission when and if they call us. 

The CuarrMan. Any other questions? 

Mrs. Roaers. I have one, Mr. Chairman. 

Does it not seem to you that when men go abroad to live after 
their service, and they are receiving compensation, they are entitled 
to it? That is something they earn. They are given it because 
they earn it. And there may be some compelling reason for their 
living abroad. It seems to me they are entitled to that money. 

Mr. Pesata. If I understand you, Mrs. Rogers, as to compensation, 
I would say yes, and as to pensions, I would say no. 

Mrs. Rogers. But under the law, there is the standpoint that they 
have earned it. 

Mr. Pusata. There is this angle, though: That if they give up their 
American citizenship, we most certainly would not feel they were 
entitled to pensions. 

Mrs. Roasrs. If it is something they earn, I feel that we have an 
obligation. It is a contract. 

Mr. Prsata. Your point is well taken. 

Mrs. Rogsrs. I cannot see how we could take it away. 







































99298 1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


Mr. Kearney. Will the lady yield there? 
Mrs. Rocsrs. Yes. 


Mr. Kearney. Following the thought of Mrs. Rogers, I also 


have in my own mind not only the thought of those individuals who 
go abroad and give up their American citizenship; but how about 
these individuals that stay here and, for instance, join the Communist 
Party or some other subversive organization? o you think that 
those men are entitled to pensions and compensation? While they 
were in the service and while they were, let us say, true Americans, 
they did earn it. But I am going back to the various bills that have 
appeared before this committee, where I have introduced amendment 
after amendment to knock out those individuals and organizations 
that are members of the Communist Party. It was only recently 
brought out where one school, I think in New York State, has mulcted 
the Government out of several million dollars. And it was not a school 
of training for veterans. It was practically a school for subversion. 

With those people, I have no patience. I do not think that they 
are entitled to anything. 

Mr. Prsara. Well, at the moment, I am speaking solely as an 
individual, but I feel free to say this, that the AMVETS organization 
takes the same attitude on that. Anyone that is not willing to stand 
or be associated with their country and defend their country as they 
should, following the oath that they took upon entering the service, 
I feel frankly is asking to have any benefits taken away from them. 

Mr. Dorn. They have just forfeited anything like that when they 
to that. And they ought to be well aware of that beforehand, so that 
they know when they take that kind of action they are forfeiting. 

Mr. Kearney. That is the way I understood it. But the way it 
sneer today, they do not forfeit it. They are still entitled under the 
aw. 

The CuarrMan. I would like to recognize your predecessor, who is 
in the audience, Mr. Rufus Wilson. 

Mr. Wilson, won’t you stand up? [Applause.] 

Thank you very much for coming up. And I want to second what 
Mrs. Rogers said about your staff here in Washington. It is a good 
staff, and we enjoy working with them. 

Mr. Presara. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I have cer- 
tainly appreciated the opportunity this morning. 

Mrs. Rogers. They have been awfully good to me, too. 

The CuartrMan. The committee will go into executive session for a 
few minutes. 

(Whereupon, at 10:25 a. m., the committee proceeded in executive 
session.) 
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CAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II, VETERANS OF 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1956 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10:05 a. m., pursuant to call, in the committee 
room of the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Hon. Olin E. 
Teague (chairman) presiding. 

The CuarrMAN. The committee will come to order. 

We are very pleased to have the national commander of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars here this morning, and the State commanders and 
former national commanders. 

Mr. Commander, with your permission, we are going to turn this 
meeting over to your very able staff here in Washington. 

Mr. Omar B. Ketchum. Omar? 


STATEMENTS OF TIMOTHY J. MURPHY, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES; AC- 
COMPANIED BY OMAR B. KETCHUM, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, 
VFW, AND H. A. CALKINS, REHABILITATION DIRECTOR, VFW 


Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, and ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, as you will note, we have a very large and fine and dis- 
tinguished gathering of VF W leaders from all over the United States 
here in the room accompanying Commander in Chief Murphy. I 
wish that time permitted, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, to introduce separately each one of these distinguished VF W 
leaders, but I know the time of the committee will not permit. 

I would like, with your permission, however, before we present our 
commander, to present a few of our chair officers who are here, and 
with your permission, at this time I should like to present our senior 
vice commander in chief from Chattanooga, Tenn., Cooper T. Holt. 
[Applause.] 

Our junior vice commander in chief, from Indianapolis, Ind., 
Richard “Dick” Roudebush. [Applause.] 

Our adjutant general, from the great State of Texas, Mr. Julian 
Dickinson. [Applause.] 

Our quartermaster general, from Kansas City, Mo., Robert Handy 
[Applause]. 

And then I am going to ask, Mr. Chairman, if these men will just 
stand. We have a group of past commanders in chief of the organiza- 
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tion who are present here, including a member of this committee, and 
I would like at this time to have our past commanders in chief who are 
present to please stand, including Pat Kearney up here. Come on, 
Pat. Get up, there. [Applause.] 

Here is Jimmy Cothran from South Carolina, with Ray Brannaman 
from Colorado and Merton B. Tice from South Dakota. Have we 
any more of them over here? 

Probably there are some in the anteroom out there. And of course, 
as I mentioned a few moments ago—“Curly” Kearney from New 
York. [Applause.] 

I almost made a horrible error, Mr. Chairman. I want to present 
to you one of the most outstanding and able national chaplains which 
this organization has ever had, Mr. Chairman. I would like to 
present to you, from Connecticut, Father Leonard Goode. And 
our surgeon general, is also present, from Wichita, Kans., one of my 
fellow citizens of Kansas, the distinguished Dr. Roland Evans. 
[Applause. ] 

Oh, yes. And our judge advocate general, who is a very important 
figure in our organization, from out in the great State of Wisconsin, 
Sverre Roang. Here he is over here. [Applause.] 

Now, as I said a moment ago, Mr. Chairman, probably all of these 
gentlemen are deserving of an introduction, but I know that time is 
slipping up on us, and this committee is busy. Our commander has 
a lengthy, but I think very fine statement. At this time, now, I 
should like to present a Member of Congress who is from the district 
of our commander in chief and a member of the commander in chief’s 
home post in Quincy, Mass. And it is my pleasure to present to you 
Congressman Dick Wigglesworth of Milton, Mass. Dick? [Ap- 
plause.] 


STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARD B. WIGGLESWORTH, A REPRE- 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHU- 
SETTS. 


Mr. WiccLieswortnH. Mr. Chairman, Father Goode, our national 
commander in chief, officers and comrades of the VFW, and friends, 
I just want to say that I am very happy this morning that there is to 
come before you one who is an old friend of mine, a near neighbor in 
the hometown of Milton, Mass., a fellow member of the George F. 
Bryan Post, No. 613, VFW, in Quincy, Mass., one who is known 
affectionately as Tim to all his comrades. 

He is 1 of 10 brothers, who served overseas in World War II, 2 of 
them giving their lives to the country in action. 

A lieutenant commander in the South Pacific at that time, he now 
holds the rank of commander in the Naval Reserve. 

He has been through the offices, local, State and national of the 
VFW until today he comes before you as national commander in chief 
of the organization with its farflung membership of 1,250,000 overseas 
veterans. 

Knowing him as I do, knowing him, I might add, as his national 
aide-de-camp, I can assure you that he will do a splendid job in his 
present position. 

I would like to tell you more about him. I refrain, however, 
because I know that my charming and distinguished colleague from 
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Massachusetts, who has given so much of her time and ability to the 
veterans of this country during her service in the Congress, who has 
served as chairman of this committee, and who now serves as its 
ranking Republican member, is anxious to do the honors. 

Needless to say, Mr. Chairman, I am happy to yield to charm and 
distinction and to allow the presentation to be made to this com- 
mittee by my colleague, Mrs. Rogers. [Applause.] 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Chairman, and my colleague, Dick Wiggles- 
worth, I am perfectly delighted to have the privilege of saying a few 
words of appreciation and affection of your national commander. 

I think everyone in the State of Massachusetts would be only too 
glad to be allowed not to praise your national commander but to 
appreciate him. 

As you know, he was in the General Court of Massachusetts, and 
those in politics are apt to have criticism, and those running for 
other offices are apt to have criticism, but I never heard a word 
against your commander, Timothy Murphy. [Applause.] 

“T am going to read just a few of the accomplishments that some of 
you in your organization may not know, and that this committee 
probably does not know. 

He is 46 years old—doesn’t look it. He is one of Boston’s leading 
labor attorneys, a member of the law firm of Murphy, Stahl & Britt 
in Boston. He served 1 year as judge advocate general of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars, immediately preceding his election as junior 
vice commander in 1953. He holds the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander in the Naval Reserves, and he served in World War II aboard 
an escort carrier in the Pacific. And I know of no more dangerous 
work than that. 

He obtained his law degree at Northeastern University. He is a 
former representative to the Massachusetts General Court, a former 
district attorney of Suffolk County, a former assistant attorney 
general of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, admitted to practice 
before the Supreme Court and the United States Court of Appeals. 
He is the son of John and Hannah Murphy of Dorchester. He has 
a lovely and most beautiful wife and three children, very fine children. 

I know John McCormack, our Democratic leader of the House, 
would like to speak of his friendship for Commander Murphy. He 
knows him well. The are both most devout Catholics and a great 
honor to their church, as well as to all of you and to the Nation. 

It gives me enormous pleasure to present—with Congressman 
Wigglesworth, who is on the Appropriations Committee, by ‘the w ay, 
and valuable to you [laughter and applause]; you have him right 
where you want him—Commander Timothy Murphy, Mr. Chairman. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Murpuy. Mr. Chairman, praise falls so gently on the ear- 
drums, and to one who is as vain as I am it is the sweetest music ever 
heard. 

I should like first to teil you how much I appreciate the meeting 
today, especially when we remember that the work of a conscientious 
Member of the Congress is endless. The fact that you are giving 
up some of your valuable time to receive me indicates both courtesy 
and a very real interest in the work of this committee. It is a fine 
compliment to our organization. 
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I might interpose, Mr. Chairman, and say that I am a great believer 
in the grassroots type of Government that the United States has 
become great as a result of; that experts and specialists are fine in an 
advisory capacity, but the policymaking should be in the grassroots. 
And of course, there is no greater expression of the grassroots thinking, 
a cross section of all peoples of all economic patterns and races, reli- 
gions, and creeds, than the Members of the Congress of the United 
States. 

You will note [ am accompanied this morning by a large group of 
my comrades.’ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, I wish we could push out the 
walls and get everybody seated. I think next year we should probably 
move to a bigger committee room for the VFW meeting. 

Will one of the staff members open this door over here? And if the 
members of the committee will close in, that will provide some seats. 

I believe that is about the best we can do, Commander. They can 
at least hear now. 

Mr. Murpny. You will note I am accompanied this morning by 
a large group of my comrades. We are meeting in a conference of 
national and department officers which is an annual event in Wash- 
ington. Department commanders and other officers from every 
State are here to represent the membership of their departments. 
Our national officers, national council of administration and major 
national committees made up of leaders from all parts of the United 
States, are also here meeting with our department leaders. It is a 
real privilege for our folks to visit this committee in session. I am 
proud of our leaders and am sure they reflect credit upon our organiza- 
tion. I hope before this day is over you will have an opportunity to 
meet many if not all of them. 

May I take the liberty of pointing out, as many of my predecessors 
have, that the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States was 
founded in 1899 by returning overseas veterans of the Spanish- 
American War. Our membership is now composed of approximately 
a million and a quarter members in nearly 10,000 posts in every State 
and Territory and some foreign countries. Membership is restricted 
to men who have served in the Armed Forces of the United States on 
foreign soil and in hostile waters during a war, campaign or expedition 
for which a campaign medal has been issued and must be either native 
or naturalized American citizens. 

Many national leaders have held -_ office in our organization 
and I am pleased to acknowledge one of our able past commanders in 
chief, Gen. B. W. (Pat) Kearney, as a distinguished and long-time 
member of this committee. A former member of the committee, and 
one of your able colleagues in the House, James E. Van Zandt, is also 
a past commander in chief of our organization. Our common 
purpose, ‘To honor the dead by helping the living,” is well expressed 
through our home for widows and orphans in Eaton Rapids, Mich., 
and in our national rehabilitation service, which offers free representa- 
tion and counsel in the presentation of claims by any veteran or depen- 
dent regardless of membership in the VFW. 

One of our day-to-day contributions toward making America a 
better place to live is an extensive community service program which 
had the active participation last year of more than 8,000 posts and 
4,000 auxiliaries involving approximately 500,000 separate projects. 
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This is only one phase of a service-to-others program which is con- 
tinually conducted on a nationwide basis by the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars. J have taken the liberty to point this out in order to establish 
an understanding of the nature and purposes of our organization and 
because I take pardonable pride in these achievements. 

One of the most important problems that always confronts your 
committee is the question of cost. In recent years some of my dis- 
tinguished predecessors, in appearing before this committee, have 
presented in detail some significant aspects of costs with respect to 
the veterans benefit program in relation to other activities and pro- 
grams of the Federal Government. I shall not attempt to burden 
the record today with a repetition of all this pertinent information. 
I should like to remind you of a most comprehensive discussion of 
costs of veteran benefits which was made by past commander in 
chief James W. Cothran, of South Carolina, when he was commander 
and appeared before this committee on February 17, 1953. I am 
sure the record of that hearing is still available to members of your 
committee. 

Indicative of the undue concern over the cost of veteran benefits 
have been the recent studies and investigations of programs and spend- 
ing for veterans. The Hoover Commission on Government Reorgan- 
ization devoted a substantial share of its investigation to the hospi- 
talization and medical-treatment program for veterans and the 
operation of the Veterans’ Administration. If the recommendations 
of the Hoover Commission in this field should be adopted by the 
executive and legislative branches of our Government the results 
would be a limited hospital program for only those veterans who can 
establish proof—beyond a doubt—of service-connected disabilities for 
which they are in need of medical treatment. We think it can be 
assumed that if this objective is reached the next step would be to 
abolish special medical treatment for veterans and deal with them on 
the same basis as other citizens in need of treatment. 

Inasmuch as the Hoover Commission went over the veterans 
hospital and medical-treatment program with a fine-toothed comb, a 
decision apparently was reached to set up and authorize another in- 
vestigating body to delve in other pertinent aspects of the veteran- 
benefit program. Consequently, the President’s Commission on 
Pensions was created wal directed to make a searching study of 
compensation and pensions to ascertain whether the existing benefit 
payments are in line with the present-day policies and trends and par- 
ticularly in relation to social security and other forms of old-age and 
retirement benefits. This Commission was initially asked to report not 
later than November 1, 1955, but because of the complex nature of 
the studies the authority has been extended and it is expected that 
the Commission’s report and recommendations may be forthcoming 
some time this spring. 

It is distressing to those of us particularly concerned with the welfare 
of our veterans and their dependents that the executive branch of the 
Government should consider it necessary to make special studies and 
investigations of the veterans’ benefit program, when the Congress is 
so well equipped by experience and tradition to make such investiga- 
tions as may be deemed necessary in the operation of Government and 
the expenditure of public funds. This committee, or its subcommittees 
have, from time to time, conducted inquiries into aspects of the veteran 
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benefit program and the operation of the Veterans’ Administration 
that have been of great value and have resulted in improvement of 
the benefit program and the operation of the agency. 

Before discussing new legislation I should like to express the appreci- 
ation of my organization for the accomplishments of this committee in 
the first session. You held hearings on 111 separate bills which resulted 
in 18 new public laws. That in itself is an enviable record but in addi- 
tion thereto you made invaluable studies and investigations of various 
phases of the veterans’ program. Your Committee Print No. 31 is the 
best factual record in existence on operation of the VA hospital pro- 
gram. Your Committee Print No. 27, entitled ‘“Nonbed Betterments”’ 
revealed a startling condition which had been overlooked or ignored 
and which resulted in an immediate repair and renovation program, 
together with a long-range replacement program. The urgency of this 
matter was clearly revealed when the House Appropriations Com- 
mittee increased by $16 million the budget request for repairs and 
renovation in fiscal 1956. 

I am sure you will not accuse me of having a faulty memory when 
I say that I cannot recall many instances in which the Appropriations 
Committee has forced additional money on the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration. Your inquiry into the home-loan program has revealed 
hidden dangers to veterans in the nature of possible deficiency judg- 
ments and has exposed flagrant abuses of the program by unscru- 
pulous builders and real estate brokers. All this would not have been 
possible, Mr. Chairman, without the services of your excellent staff 
which I am told does not have a superior in any committee in either 
branch of the Congress. [Applause.] 

Our national legislative committee, together with our national 
security and American sovereignty committees, met and established 
a five-point program of top priority objectives taken from some 400 
resolutions approved by our 56th national encampment. At this 
point, with the permission of the chairman, I should like to insert for 
the record a copy of this five-point program. 

The CHarrMAN. Without objection, it will be inserted in the record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


VFW Five Point ProGram 


The attached statement and VFW five-point legislative program has been 
prepared to help VFW officers on the local, county council, district, and depart- 
ment levels to more freely discuss and explain the highlights of the current VF W 
legislative program. 

It is believed the statement will help to better understand and explain the 
five-point program. The program itself, without some explanation, might be 
lacking in clarity and make it somewhat involved for a VFW officer to discuss 
fully. 

Members of the VF W national committees which drafted the 5-point program 
believed a statement, or short talk, dealing with the 5-point program would 
prove to be very helpful to VFW officers when discussing the program with 
members and potential members. 

Omar B. Ketcuum, 
Director, VFW National Legislative Service. 


The stature of any organization is primarily determined by what it does and 
what it stands for. The Veterans of Foreign Wars is extremely proud of its 
long history—since 1899—and record of achievements in the field of legislation 
and bringing benefits to those who have borne the brunt of battle, their widows and 
orphans. If it were not for the VF W, and associated veterans’ organizations, our 
veterans would not have today’s veterans’ benefit program. These benefits 
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didn’t just happen. They are the result of many years of consistent and persistent 
work in the Congress by the VF W and other veterans’ groups. 

In keeping with its great record the Veterans of Foreign Wars this year again 
assumes the role of leader in the field of veterans’ affairs. This year, as in the 
past, Commander in Chief Timothy J. Murphy called a meeting in Washington 
of several national committees, composed of outstanding VFW members from 
all over the Nation, to develop from the approximately 300 resolutions, adopted 
at the last national encampment, a 5-point program that includes those items 
believed to be of the greatest need to the national interest and veteran welfare, 

The national committees that met in Washington the latter part of November 
to draft the five-point program were the legislative, national security, American 
sovereignty and labor liaison committees. The five-point program is a compact 
and vital document to be used by VF W officers and members on all levels—local, 
district, State and National—when talking VF W programs and was first exposed 
to Congress through the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee on February 7, by 
Commander in Chief Murphy. 

While one point does not take priority over another in the forefront of the 
minds of the Veterans of Foreign Wars is national security. Therefore, it seems 
logical the first of the five-points would be national security and foreign affairs. 

In brief, the VF W takes the position that the Nation’s overall defense planning 
should be geared to the attainment of an Air Force possessing overwhelming 
air superiority; three combat-ready Marine divisions and air wings; and, a strong 
Navy with at least 10 super aircraft carriers of the Forrestal class. 

The VFW holds steadfastly to the belief that the responsibility for the defense 
of the Nation rests equally upon the shoulders of every able-bodied male. It 
reiterates its demand for a universal military training program, and a stronger 
and improved reserve program. 

In November 1955, Commander in Chief Murphy made a 3-week tour of Europe. 
While there, he talked with United States military and State Department officials, 
as well as with the representatives of the countries visited. Commander in Chief 
Murphy advised the committee meetings in Washington that in his opinion the 
greatest single deterrent to the spread of communism in Europe today is the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization. Under no circumstances, he said, should 
NATO be abandoned or weakened. The committees, meeting in joint session, 
backed the Chief’s hand by adopting a resolution which pledged wholehearted 
VFW support of NATO. 

The VFW is concerned over the status of forces treaties between the United 
States and certain foreign nations. Under these treaties, American servicemen 
charged with the commissio.: of crimes against foreign citizens and against foreign 
property are tried by the courts of the country in which the crime was committed. 
The VFW is adamant in its demand that American servicemen be given every 
right accorded them by the United States Constitution. 

Second on the five-point program, and equally important, is veterans’ benefits. 
During the coming year, the VF W will go all out to liberalize the pension program, 
especially as it applies to World War I veterans. The VFW will seek legislation 
that will provide a separate and liberalized pension program for World War I 
veterans based on attained age, disabilities, and income. é 

Special consideration for combat disabled veterans also will be sought from 
Congress. In the belief that disabilities incurred in combat deserve a higher 
rating of compensation, the VF W will plug for a rate 25 percent higher than exist- 
ing rates for this group of veterans. Also, the VFW holds that combat and 
overseas veterans, unable to pay for hospitalization, be given priority for admis- 
sion to Veterans’ Administration hospitals. This category would be next only 
to service-connected veterans for admission to VA hospitals. 

Additional hospital facilities will be sought for veterans suffering from neuro- 
psychiatric ailments, and for those suffering from tuberculosis and long-term 
chronic conditions. 

In the field of employment and civil service, the VF W asks for the strengthening 
of veterans’ preference laws, and the establishment of an independent ageney to 
assure veterans of fair treatment in their appeals against adverse action on the 
part of Government agencies. Legislation will be sought to put teeth in the 
veterans’ preference laws by providing penalties for violations of the 1954 Vet- 
erans Preference Act. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars pioneered the veterans’ readjustment assistance 
program with its work in getting the original law on the statute books. There- 
fore, readjustment assistance was given the third spot on the five-point list of 
VFW objectives. Again this year, the VFW will ask for educational benefits for 
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children of war veterans, whose death was due to service, or who have a service- 
connected disability of such severity as to preclude them from participating in 
any of the training programs provided for either World War II or Korean vet- 
erans. Also, Congress will be asked to extend the time period for education and 
training, and to increase the allowances under the Korean bill. 

The VFW will ask the Government to continue, and expand the direct loan 
program, and to extend the period for home-loan guaranties under tue World 
War II bill. To protect veteran home buyers the VFW will ask that builders of 
VA-guaranteed houses be required to give enforcible, written guaranties in the 
form of insurance, bond, or escrow money. 

Point 4 of the 5-point program deals with Americanism. The VFW will 
maintain its vigorous opposition to all efforts to diminish the sovereignty of the 
United States. It will go all out in its battle against communism, and will 
continue to oppose the admission of Red China to the United Nations. 

President Eisenhower designated the Ist day of May 1955 as Loyalty Day. 
The VFW will continue with top priority and observance of Loyalty Day. Youth 
activities and the teaching of good citizenship in public schools will be promoted 
in an effort to combat juvenile delinquency. 

Point 5 outlines constructive criticism of the current efforts to curtail veterans’ 
benefits. And, some pertinent recommendations are designed to clear the 
atmosphere surrounding the cost of the veterans’ benefit program. 

Certain Hoover Commission recommendations with respect to the veterans’ 
benefit program came in for their deserved share of criticism. The VFW vigor- 
ously opposes the Hoover Commission recommendations that would close many 
VA hospitals and curtail construction of much-needed facilities; that would collect 
from veterans the cost of medical care for non-service-connected disabilities, and ba 
that would require service-connected veterans sign a statement of inability to pay. 7 

Notice also was served on the American Medical Association that the VF W 
would not stand still for certain recommendations of that organization. Par- 
ticularly, their proposals that would sharply limit, and eventually eliminate, 
veterans’ hospitalization in Government hospitals. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars wrapped up its 5-point program with 2 major 
recommendations. The first—that the office of Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs be given Cabinet rank as Secretary of Veterans’ Affairs. The second— 
that the United States Senate create a standing Senate Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, comparable to the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee. 

It was the unanimous opinion that the adopting of these two recommendations 
would go far in dispelling the fog, confusion, and criticism which hangs over the 
veteran benefit program. A secretary of Veterans’ Affairs could represent the 
22 million veterans and their dependents when the question of Government 
programs and spending are considered in the President’s Cabinet. And, a 
Standing Senate Committee on Veterans’ Affairs could clarify, defend, and 
expedite consideration of legislation affecting veterans and their dependents. 

This five-point program will be officially presented to the 2d session of the 84th 
Congress through the House Veterans’ Committee, early in February. These 
are the opening guns of the VFW legislative campaign during 1956. You are 
invited to discuss, distribute, and support this program among veterans, with the 
public, and especially with your Senators and Congressmen when you meet or 
write to them. 





Five Tor Priority OBJECTIVES OF THE 1955-56 VFW NartrionaL PROGRAM 


SECURITY FOR THE UNITED STATES 

For defense 

1. To gear the Nation’s overall defense planning to the attainment of an 
Air Force possessing overwhelming air superiority; to maintain the legally 
required 3 full combat ready Marine divisions and 3 air wings; and to construct 
1 large aircraft carrier a year for the next 10 vears. 

2. To continue efforts for a national security training program; to strengthen 
the existing Reserve program. 

3. To develop a strong merchant marine. 
For peace 

1. Pledging support to the continuance and strengthening of NATO. 

2. To continue support of the United Nations as an association of sovereign 


nations, but opposing any and all efforts to convert it into some form of World 
Government or Atlantic Union. 
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For constitutional government 
1. To insure that treaties and executive agreements shall not override the 
supreme law of the land embodied in the Constitution. 
2. To insure trial by American tribunals of American servicemen charged with 
commission of crimes against foreign citizens or foreign property. 


For the Armed Forces 


1. To develop an equitable program of benefits under Federal law for the 
surviving dependents of deceased members and former members of the Armed 
Forces. 

2. To expand and provide hospitalization, medical, surgical, and dental care 
for wives and children of members of the Armed Forces and the United States 
Coast Guard. 

VETERANS’ BENEFITS 
Compensation and pension 

1. To increase compensation and pension rates, liberalize pension eligibility 
requirements, and to provide a separate and liberalized pension program applicable 
to veterans of World War I. 

2. To increase the rates of compensation for disability due to combat by 25 
percent of the existing rates. 

3. To provide pensions for widows of World War II and the Korean conflict 
on the same basis now applicable to World War I widows. 


Hospital, medical, and domiciliary care 


1. To expedite construction of all authorized hospital units and to authorize 
additional units in areas where the veteran population indicates the greatest 
need. 

2. To give combat veterans and overseas war veterans, unable to pay for 
hospitalization, priority for admission to VA hospitals in the order named, next 
only to veterans in need of hospitalization for service-connected disabilities. 

3. To provide appropriate care of veteran NP patients. 


Employment and civil service 


1. To establish an impartial and independent agency, responsible only to the 
Congress, for the purpose of investigating, conducting oral hearings, docketing 
written briefs, receiving all evidence and rendering just decisions binding upon 
all agencies of the Federal Government, in all adverse actions affecting a veteran 
preference employee. 

2. To provide penalties for violations of the Veterans Preference Act of 1944, 
as amended, so as to prevent circumvention by Federal officials and/or agencies, 
of veteran employment rights under existing law. 

3. To strengthen preference employees’ appeal rights by providing oral hearings 
at all appeal levels of the Civil Service Commission, and requiring CSC to conduct 
these hearings in accordance with the Administrative Procedures Act, Public 
Law 404, 79th Congress. 


VETERANS’ READJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 


Education and training 


1. To provide educational benefits for children of war veterans whose death 
was due to service or who have a service-connected disability of such severity 
so as to preclude participation in any of the training programs provided by 
existing law. 

2. ‘Lo extend the time period for education and training under Public Law 550. 

3. To inerease education and training subsistence allowances. 
Home and farmhouse loans 

1. To continue the direct home-loan program with increased appropriations 
to insure the availability of mortgage credit in rural areas. 

2. ‘To extend the time period for home-loan guaranties under Public Law 
346, 78th Congress, as amended. 

3. To insure retention of the loan program within the Veterans’ Administration, 


AMERICANISM 
Communism and subversion 

1. To maintain vigorous opposition to all efforts to dilute and diminish the 
sovereignty of the United States of America in its relations with foreign nations 
and to effectively cooperate with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the auth- 
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orized investigating committees of the Congress, and other law-enforcement 
agencies in the fight against those enemies who bore from within to weaken the 
will and loyalty of our people and to destroy the security of the United States. 
2. To oppose admission of Red China to United Nations. 


Patriotic programs 

1. To designate the Ist day of May, each year, as Loyalty Day. 

2. To initiate and/or support national, State and local programs which broaden 
public appreciation of America and to stop any effort to introduce into the school 
system of the United States the one-world ideology proposed by national and 
international groups and agencies. 

3. To combat juvenile delinquency through youth activities, and the teaching 
of Americanism and good citizenship in public schools. 


RESISTANCE TO ANTIVETERAN POLICIES 


The Hoover Commission 

1. VFW expresses its vigorous opposition to the Commission’s recommenda- 
tions on Federal medical services as they relate to the closing of VA hospitals; 
to the rescission of outstanding authorizations and appropriations for construc- 
tion of additional veterans’ general hospitals; to the collection from veterans of 
cost of medical care for non-service-connected disabilities; to the requirement that 
veterans having service-connected disabilities sign a statement of inability to 
pay, and that the Department of Medicine and Surgery, VA, maintain a mechan- 
ism for review of disability allowances. 

2. VFW also opposes the Hoover Commission’s recommendations on Govern- 
ment personnel and civil service wherein veteran preference for nondisabled 
veterans would be eliminated 5 years after discharge; wherein the veteran’s 
right to appeal dismissals, downgrading, or suspension, to the Civil Service Com- 
mission would be eliminated 5 years after discharge; and wherein preference as a 
factor in reductions in force would be eliminated. 


The American Medical Association 

1. The VF W continues its opposition to certain recommendations of the Ameri- 
can Medical Association which would immediately curtail and eventually elimi- 
nate veterans’ hospitalization. 

The Bureau of the Budget 

1. We denounce the Bureau’s attempts to curtail veteran benefits administered 
by the VA by reducing appropriations for the VA. 

Veterans’ Administration 

1. We oppose any attempt on the part of the VA to circumvent existing laws 
relating to compensation, pension, or hospitalization by administrative action 
which restricts said benefits. 

Recommendations 

1. That the office of Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs be given Cabinet rank 
as Secretary of Veterans’ Affairs in order that the administration of veterans’ 
benefits and policy with respect to 22 million veterans and their dependents may 
be equitably represented during discussions on veterans’ matters at top policy 
evel. 

; 2 That the United States Senate create a standing Senate Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, comparable to the existing House Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mr. Murpny. Thank you. 

In this program first consideration has been given to the security 
of the United States. I am sure that it is also the first concern of the 
members of the committee and every patriotic citizen. Concern for 
our security also requires a concern for those who are called upon to 
bear arms in defense of that security. It is for this reason, and because 
of the very purpose of our organization, that we maintain a continuing 
interest in the veteran benefit program. I want to pledge to your 
committee the assistance and cooperation of our organization in all 
efforts to improve that program. 
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I know that our viewpoints are not always the same, Mr. Chairman, 
but I am not discouraged by that fact. Honest disagreement con- 
tributes to complete analysis and sound conclusion and whatever our 
differences we have always had a fair and impartial hearing before 
this committee. [Applause.] 

I shall not attempt to discuss our 5-point program in detail. I shall 
devote most of the legislative aspect of my remarks to the subject of 
a separate and liberalized pension program for the aging group of 
World War I veterans. However, there are 2 or 3 legislative pro- 
posals which I find to be of grave concern to veterans as I travel 
about the country and I shall take time to briefly discuss these 
matters. 

In the matter of national service life insurance, there seems to be a 
continuing nationwide interest among World War II veterans on the 
question of reinstating national service life insurance. Thousands 
upon thousands of our World War II veterans dropped their national 
service life insurance because of a financial inability to bear the cost 
of something for which they did not have a present need. After 
several years have gone by and their family life and economic situation 
changed, many of them realize it was a mistake to drop this insurance 
and believe that they should be given an opportunity to reinstate. 
There is considerable misunderstanding about the cost of reinstate- 
ment if it should be authorized by legislation. I think many of 
these veterans believe they could, if permitted to reinstate term in- 
surance, continue it with the same premiums that prevailed when 
the police: y lapsed. 

Nevertheless it is my recommendation that legislation be enacted 
at an early date which. would give World War II veterans an oppor- 
tunity for a period of at least 1 year to reinstate national service life 
insurance. Otherwise, I think the demand will continue and may be 
granted by the Congress at a time when increased age will jump the 
cost to the point that it will not be advantageous to many veterans. 
If such legislation is enacted, widespread publicity should be given by 
the Government to the fact that until a given date, World War II 
veterans could reinstate national service life insurance, providing they 
meet the requirements for reinstatement. Those requirements and 
the terms of reinstatement should be fully explained. This legislative 
proposal has the support of a VF W national encampment resolution. 

Educational aid for orphans: Another legislative proposal—en- 
dorsed by our national encampment—is educational aid for the or- 
phans of servicemen who lost their lives during service in World War 
II and Korea. It seems only reasonable and fair that where the service- 
man made the supreme sacrifice for his country and was therefore 
denied the opportunity to take advantage of educational aid to better 
provide for his dependents, his orphans ‘should be given consideration 
in his place. There is legislation already pending before your com- 
mittee on this subject which was introduced by your chairman. 1 
hope the committee will give favorable consider ‘ation to this legisla- 
tion in the near future. 

Continuance of educational aid: Another matter of concern among 
veterans and the parents of teen-agers which | am finding in my 
travels is the question of whether young men inducted into ‘military 
service on or after February 1, 1955 , should be denied educational aid 
and assistance from their Government after release from active duty. 
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The Veterans of Foreign Wars in national encampment has gone on 
record advocating the continuance of educational aid for veterans who 
are inducted into the service on or after February 1, 1955, as long as 
authority to draft. remains on the statute books. In other w ords, “the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars believe that regardless of whether service is 
in peacetime or wartime, if young men are to be subject to selective 
service. provision should be made for educational aid at Government 
expense. I would like to point out that one of the compelling argu- 
ments behind this decision of the Veterans of Foreign Wars is the fact 
that under our present discriminatory Selective Service Act, with its 
exemptions and the limited demand for recruits, not more than 1 out of 
8 young men are inducted into service. Those drafted have no greater 
obligation to the country than those who are excused from service, 
and therefore should be given some special consideration. 

Graves visitation program: I realizes the Veterans’ Affairs Commit- 
tee does not have jurisdiction over legislation which would authorize 
Gold Star Mothers and wives of servicemen buried in American ceme- 
teries on foreign soil to visit those cemeteries at Government expense. 
However, I should like to enlist the active support of all members 
of your committee in helping to obtain favorable action on legislation 
pending before the Armed Services Committee which would accom- 
plish this objective. A Defense Department report on this legislation 
recommended it should be delayed pending further improvements and 
landscaping of said cemeteries. It was my privilege to visit many of 
those American cemeteries in Europe last November and I found 
them to be in excellent conditions. I urge prompt and favorable 
action on this legislation during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I have tried to the present time to be mostly 
pleasant and I have been sincere in what I have said. It is necessary, 
however, to say some things that are not quite so pleasant. The 
Veterans of Foreign Wars has been disturbed by the increasing fre- 
quency and ferocity of the attacks on the veteran benefit program. 
An often hostile press echoes and reechoes distorted and half-true 
statements. It was Nazi Propaganda Minister Paul Goebels who 
said that by constant repetition that which is false is accepted as true, 
and that which is misleading is accepted as accurate. With no intent 
to draw a parallel with Herr Goebels’ philosophy, let me cite as an 
example, the following quotation from the 1957 budget message: 

The number of patients in Veterans’ Administration hospitals is expected to 
increase 1.4 percent over 1956 to a daily average of 111,500. Almost two-thirds 
of these hospital patients and most of the 17,000 veterans in Veterans’ Administra- 
tion homes are receiving treatment for conditions which are not related to their 
military service. 

This statement is technically correct, but is more expressive for 
what it omits than for what it contains. | 

It suggests to uninformed persons that two-thirds of the Veterans’ 
Administration hospital facilities are occupied by persons who may 
not be deserving of Government hospital care. What are the facts 
behind this terse budget. message statement? 

Of the present average daily patient load of 113,585 veterans—of 
which 38 percent are service connected—the Veterans’ Administration 
reveals that 62,386 are neuropsychiatric, and 14,385 are tubercular 
patients. Regardless of the humanitarian aspect of this problem it 
is clear that the public health and safety requires their isolation and 
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treatment. Even the American Medical Association has conceded 
this point and I cannot help wondering why more details were withheld 
from the budget message. 

I am inclined to think the tendency to deny, or begrudge, assistance 
to veterans because of the absence of a proven service-connected 
disability is overdrawn and not in keeping with reality. I am sure, 
Mr. Chairman, that members of your committee can agree that 
thousands upon thousands of veterans successfully rendered a full 
measure of duty in training and in combat without making any effort 
to establish for future use a record of disabilities incurred in service. 
It is reasonable to believe that many veterans today are suffering 
from residuals of conditions which actually had inception in the 
service. Hundreds of thousands of veterans served long periods— 
many of them for years—in strenuous basic training and maneuvers, 
plus long, deadly periods of combat in the various theaters of opera- 
tions without acquiring a proven service-connected disability. Con- 
sider the fact that some 827,000 World War II veterans, in the absence 
of service-connected disabilities, were given the privilege of also 
serving in the Korean police action. 

Let us take a look at the 1957 budget request for old-age assistance 
under the Social Security Administration. The request estimates the 
average number of recipients per month will be 2,516,000; the average 
monthly payment $51.79, and the total expenditures, including State 
and local contributions, $1,563,600,000. The Federal share is 
estimated at $802,500,000. The budget message reveals a kindly 
attitude toward this program as shown by the following excerpt: 

For a large group of needy people not receiving OASI benefits, public assistance 
remains the only public resource * * *, To avoid hardship to present public 
assistance recipients, I propose that the present formula for determining the 
Federal share of assistance payments be temporarily extended * * *, 

In contrast, it is interesting to note that the budget message 
reflects a deep-seated fear about the high cost, both present and future, 
of the veterans’ compensation and pension program, even though the 
total amount requested for pensions for all veterans and all dependents 
of all wars in 16 different categories is only $975,357,471. This 
includes pensions to dependents of veterans of the Indian wars, 
Mexican War, and even those paid on account of the yellow-fever 
experiments. This total request for veterans’ pensions is one-half 
billion dollars less than will be paid to nonveterans under the old- 
age assistance program and only slightly more than the Federal 
contribution to that program. In making this comparison, Mr. 
Chairman, I did not include the cost of compensation because even 
our sharpest critics frequently concede that the Government should 
reward disabilities incurred in service—although some would attach 
an income limitation. 

However, a comparison of all payments to veterans, their widows, 
orphans, and dependent parents under both the compensation and 
pension programs, with payments to nonveterans under the public 
assistance program, is most interesting. The budget request for 
veterans’ compensation and pension, both disability and death is 
$2,907 million. Total estimated expenditures for public assistance 
is $2,641,400,000. The latter figure includes Federal, State, and 
local funds for assistance and administration. The Federal share 
is $1,344,500,000. May I indulge in a little humor, Mr. Chairman, 
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to suggest that perhaps what is needed is a constitutional amendment 
to provide that no person shall be discriminated against on account 
of having served in the Armed Forces in time of war. [Applause.] 

Pensions: This brings me to a discussion of veterans’ pensions. 
There are those who advocate repeal of the pension program, others 
who think it should be continued in its present form or with greater 
restrictions, and those who feel the program should be liberalized and 
expanded. In considering these viewpoints I believe it would be 
helpful to again make a comparison with the old-age assistance pro- 
eram. In that program payments are made on the basis of need. 
The amount of the payment varies according to the needs of the 
individual and the maxiumums established by the various States. 
In the calendar year 1954, average monthly payments in 6 States 
were more than the $66.15 paid veterans in pensions under part III. 
The high was $90.50 per month in Colorado and the low $28.04 per 
month in Mississippi. 

To qualify for a part III pension, veterans of World War I, World 
War II and Korea must be permanently and totally disabled, unem- 
ployable and must meet strict income limitations. It is, therefore, 
obvious that if veterans’ pensions were repealed, the result in many 
cases would merely be to transfer the cost from one agency of the 
Government to another. The minimum pension rate under part III 
is only $14.36 per month more than the estimated average payment 
for old-age assistance. Therefore, veterans who could qualify for 
old-age assistance if they were not receiving a veterans’ pension are 
only receiving an average of $14.36 per month on account of their 
wartime service. Certainly this does not justify extravagant charges 
that the veterans’ pension program threatens the solvency of the 
Nation. 

World War I pensions: Everything that has been said on the general 
subject of pensions is applicable to the aging World War I group. 
In addition, we feel that the World War I group, because of age and 
economic factors, is entitled to special consideration. For this reason 
we have called for a separate World War I pension program as a 
top-priority objective of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. In support 
of that position I should like to call the attention of your committee 
to changes that have occurred in the economic and social life of the 
Nation in the past 25 vears. 

In 1930 there were 720 company pension plans in the United States 
covering less than 2% million workers. Prior to 1938 most of these 
plans did not guarantee anything to the worker since the company 
could use the pension fund for emergency purposes. The Revenue 
Act of 1938 provided that amounts paid by the company into the 
pension fund could not be deducted as business expenses unless 
irrevocably committed to pension purposes. For this reason it was 
20 years after World War I before any real progress was made in 
establishing company pension plans in American industry. Later, in 

1949, the United States Supreme Court held in the Inland Steel case 
that pensions were deferred wages and a proper subject of collective 
bargaining. This accelerated the formation of company pension 
plans until they now number more than 17,000 and cover more than 
12 million workers. 

You have the table there, that I won’t bother to read, year to year. 
The source is the Social Security Administration. 

(Table referred to is as follows:) 
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Source: Social Security Administration. 


Mr. Murpuy. It seems fairly certain that our younger veterans of 
World War II and Korea will enjoy participation in these private 
pension plans while benefits to World War I veterans will be insig- 
nificant by comparison. 

Paralleling the growth of the company pension plans has been the 
old-age and survivors insurance program. The Social Security Act 
of 1935 was revised in 1939 to establish the present OASI system. 
Major revisions were also made by amendments in 1950, 1952, and 
1954. About 69 million people are now insured. Approximately 9 
out of 10 jobs are now covered. The amendments of 1954 included 
10 million additional persons in occupations that were formerly 
excluded. It seems clear however that this latest expansion of OASI 
is of no benefit to some 544,000 World War I veterans who have 
already passed the age of 65. 

It seems equally clear that World War I veterans in general will 
receive from OASI only a fraction of the benefit that will accrue to 
World War II and Korean veterans. This is borne out by a recent 
study conducted by the Public Affairs Institute under a grant from 
the E. G. Shinner Foundation of Chicago. The report of that study, 
published in 1955, states that by 1980, 75 percent of retired, aged 
persons will be receiving benefits under the OASI program. It seems 
probable that 452,000 surviving World War I veterans, whose average 
age will then be 84.4 years, will mostly be in the group of 25 percent 
not receiving benefits. 

Further evidence that today’s aged persons are in tragic financial 
circumstances is provided by a survey of the Bureau of OASI in 1951. 
According to the survey, 25.7 percent of men retired under the 
program and 31.2 of the women had no assets. 

A report entitled “Economic Needs of Older People” may be of 
interest to the committee. The 533-page report, released by the 
Twentieth Century Fund only a few days ago, reve als that 20 percent 
of persons 65 or older receive public assistance, 33 percent receive 
benefit from OASI or similar public or private retirement programs, 
30 percent have jobs or are wives of wage earners; 5 percent are in 
homes or hospitals, and the remaining | 12 percent have income from 
personal savings, insurance, investments, relatives, or, and this is the 
shocker, veterans benefits. 

It is quite apparent that very few aged persons in our present-day 
society have resources of their own. It is equally apparent that 
various programs which provide old-age security will create an 
entirely different situation by the time World War II and Korean 
veterans reach old age. The evidence of this is clear and convincing. 
I hope it will serve to reduce the circulation of cost projections based 
on Spanish-American War or World War I experience. 
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tecommendation: I strongly recommend that your committes 
give careful consideration to legislation which would set up a separate 
and liberalized pension program for the aging group of World War I 
veterans. [Applause.] 

I suggest 4 separate pension program for this older group of veterans 
on the basis of careful study and consideration which has been given 
this problem by our national staff and our national and department 
leadership in all parts of the Nation. World War I veterans represent 
a few more than 3 million of the presently estimated 22 million veterans 
in the United States. 

The President, in his budget message, attempted to project the 
present part III pension program into the future and estimated an 
annual outlay of $6 billion by the year 2000. Consequently, any 
attempt to liberalize the pension program for the older group of World 
War | veterans which would, at the same time, include the other 
groups, would raise a hue and cry in the public press and among the 
commentators that would pale into insignificance the attacks hereto- 
fore made against veterans benefits. 

Our 1955 national encampment held last August, adopted a resolu- 
tion calling for a separate and liberalized pension program for the 
aging group of World War I veterans. Our National Council of Ad- 
ministration, in meeting last September, adopted a motion authorizing 
and directing our national legislative committee and national legisla- 
tive director to proceed forthwith in reaching a decision and causing 
to be drafted a specific separate and liberalized pension program for 
World War I veterans and that said objective should be given a high 
ranking priority. Our legislative committee, assisted by some other 
national committees, have been working out an agreement as to the 
tvpe of pensio program which the VFW should recommend to the 
Congress. 

In preparing my statement in advance I did not have the benefit of 
the discussion and action of our national committees but I am sure 
that our national legislative director either is prepared, or will be pre- 
pared in a few days, to offer for introduction a separate pension bill for 
World War I veterans behind which we hope to mobilize the weight 
and prestige of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. [Applause.] 

I think I can say, without fear of successful contradiction, and I 
believe that statistics submitted in this statement will support my 
contention, that our aging group of World War I veterans will be the 
last group of veterans that will need or expect a general pension pro- 
gram in their declining years. I have sufficient faith and confidence 
in our people and in the growth and future prosperity of the United 
States to believe that our younger veterans in the World War IT and 
Korean groups will, in the great majority of cases, be cared for in their 
declining years through increased earnings, social security, and public 
and private pension programs. It seems to me that if a grateful 
Nation has been willing and able to provide a modest pension program 
for the aging and ailing veterans of the Civil War and the Spanish- 
American War, it should be willing and able to do no less for our 
comrades of World War I. 

That illustrious and revered general of the armies, John J. Pershing, 
was credited with saying that Sgt. Alvin C. York, of Wolf River, 
Tenn., was the greatest soldier in World War I. The exploits of 
Sergeant York were so fantastic that Hollywood made a feature 
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picture of his life and war experiences. York has become a legend 
among veterans. I should like to point out to this committee, that 
notwithstanding all of Sergeant York’s achievements, heroism, and 
decorations, he did not acquire a proven service-connected disability. 
Consequently, Alvin York would be entitled to assistance from his 
Government only in time of need through a non-service-connected 
pension or hospitalization and medical treatment on a non-service- 
connected basis if and when a hospital bed is available. 

It may be of interest to point out that Alvin York found it necessary 
to apply for and was granted a non-service-connected disability pen- 
sion in 1938. He was awarded a pension of $30 per month on the 
basis of permanent and total disability, unemployability, and under 
an income limitation. His pension was withdrawn when his income 
improved. Sergeant York is still disabled and unemployable and 
without appreciable income and, consequently, again applied for a 
non-service-connected disability pension in 1954 but was denied 
because of a dispute over income. Recently he has filed a new applica- 
tion for a non-service-connected pension and I am hopeful the skill 
and ability of the Veterans of Foreign Wars in handling claims for 
veterans will be fully utilized in favorably presenting Sergeant York’s 
case to the Veterans’ Administration for adjudication. It might be 
of interest to this committee and the American people to know what 
one of America’s great war heroes thinks of a separate and liberal 
pension for World War I veterans. Here is a statement to which 
Sergeant York recently affixed his signature: 

I believe in the traditional and historical policy of the payment of pensions to 
aging and disabled veterans which has been followed by the United States Gov- 
ernment since the days of the Plymouth Colony. It is more honorable to provide 
modest pensions for our war veterans who are in need of a helping hand rather 
than to put them on the public assistance rolls. It costs little, if any, more, to 
pay these old veterans a pension than it would to take care of them under some 
form of public aid. The aging group of World War I veterans should have a 
separate and liberalized pension program to take care of those who will not be 
adequately cared for by some other type of income. No doubt there are many 
World War I veterans, like myself, who are today suffering from conditions which 
actually started in the service but which are not subject to unquestionable proof. 
I hope the Veterans of Foreign Wars will be successful in convincing the Congress 
and the Administration that there should be a separate and generous pension 
program for veterans of World War I that will closely approximate the same 
consideration which has been given to veterans of the Civil War and veterans of 
the Spanish-American War. 

This January 26, 1956. 


Set. Arvin C. York. 

We recognize that all veterans of World War I did not render 
unique and outstanding service comparable to Sergeant York. We 
do maintain, however, that in World War I, as well as in other wars, 
there were thousands upon thousands of unsung heroes who rendered 
a full measure of effort and devotion without eye witnesses paying 
particular attention to their sacrifices and heroism. We do not 
believe that the absence of a proven wanes ‘e-connected disability 
should deny a helping hand to a disabled or old veteran from his 
government in his hour of need. ik Reaeetians has been given by 
many of our leaders and our national staff as to whether length and 
type of service should be a more important factor in the award of 
pensions. Iam sure that their decision in this matter will be reflected 
in the bill which we expect to offer for introduction. 
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I want to apologize to your committee and to my comrades for 
the length of my statement and, at the same time, may I commend 
you for your patience in hearing me out. Our able legislative director, 
Comrade Omar B. Ketchum, who is always at our right hand, may 
wish to mention some other phases of our program which I have neg- 
lected. I know he will want to place in the record a more compre- 
hensive outline of our complete legislative program. I am sure it is 
unnecessary for me to sing the praises of Comrade Ketchum to your 
committee but 1 do want you to know that we have faith in his 
judgment and integrity. The services of Comrade Ketchum and 
our Washington office are available if we can be of assistance to you. 

In conclusion, may I remind you that our annual dinner honoring 
Members of Congress who have served in the Armed Forces is sched- 
uled for tonight in the big Sheraton Hall dining room of the Sheraton- 
Park Hotel beginning with a hospitality hour in the same location at 
6:30 p.m. We are arranging a beautiful background, a good steak 
dinner, wholesome. entertainment, and a minimum of speeches, with 
our usual early adjournment. I shall look forward to seeing you as 
honored guests at our dinner and I want to take this opportunity to 
again express my sincere appreciation to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
my appreciation to the very gracious, lovely, and sincere Mrs. Rogers, 
and my fine Congressman, member of my post, and neighbor, Dick 
Wigglesworth, and to each member of the committee, as well as your 
fine committee staff, for the splendid cooperation we have enjoyed in 
the past and the privilege of coming before you personally with this 
statement. [Applause.] 

The CuarrMan. Commander, I congratulate you on your state- 
ment. It certainly shows a lot of thought and considerable work. 
And I also want to say your statement concerning Omar Ketchum is 
true; and I will also add Adin Downer, who also does a very fine job. 
[Applause. | 

[ would like to announce that beginning February 27 and con- 
tinuing until we have completed, we will hold hearings on all pension 
bills that have been introduced in Congress. I hope that your 
bill will be introduced promptly and we will have had a chance to 
get a report on it from the VA. And if you could come at that time, 
Commander, we would be very pleased to have you with us. 

Do you have anything else to say for the record? 

Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, I know we have consumed much 
of the time of the committee, and I will make this very brief. 

I would like to offer for the record, with your permission, Mr. 
Chairman, the 1955-56 legislative objectives of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, which is subject to the jurisdiction of this committee. 

The CuHarrMAN. Without objection, it will be placed in the record. 

(The material referred to is as follows:) 


1955-56 LecIsLATIVE OBJECTIVES OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE 
Unirep Srares, SUBJECT TO THE JURISDICTION OF THE HovusE COMMITTEE ON 
VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 


The following legislative objectives are based on resolutions adopted by the 


56th National Encampment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, 
and recommendations of the VF W national legislative committee: 
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Resolutions 
COMPENSATION PROGRAM 


1. To provide $200 per month for total disability, $180 for 90 percent, $160 for 
80 percent, $140 for 70 percent, $120 for 60 percent, $100 for 50 percent, $80 for 
40 percent, $60 for 30 percent, $40 for 20 percent, and $20 for 10 percent in wartime 
cases, with 80 percent thereof in peacetime cases (Resolution 17). 

2. To increase the rates of compensation for disability due to combat by 25 
percent of the existing rates (Resolutions 341, 216). 

3. To provide that any combination involving the loss of loss of use of any 
2 members or the loss or loss of use of a hand or a foot together with the loss or 
loss of use of an eye shall be rated as 100 percent disability, and to permit the 
statutory award for each disability and for combinations (Resolution 267). 

4. To provide that the disability steps of 40 percent, 30 percent, 20 percent, and 
10 percent shall entitle the individual so rated to a proportionate amount of 
allowance for dependents (Resolution 194). 

5. To provide that where adequate medical evidence is shown of residual 
disability from tuberculosis that the veteran be rated on this in addition to the 
statutory award of $67 (Resolution 234). 

6. To provide that except for fraud service connection which has been in effect 
for 10 or more years shall not be severed (Resolution 1—g). 

7. To provide that any physical disability, including dental disabilities, or 
any neuropsychiatric or psychiatric disabilities having heen found within 5 years 
from date of discharge shall he presumed to have been incurred in service unless 
rebutted by affirmative evidence of prior existence where it is shown that claimant 
was at any time held prisoner by an enemy nation during military service in a 
period of hostilities (Resolution 270). 

8. To provide that a person not dishonorably separated from active service 
in the Armed Forces of the United States shall be considered to have remained on 
active duty for benefit purposes during the interval between the technical time 
of discharge and up to the point when such individual, under normal and 
customary travel conditions, has had time to arrive home, in the absence of clear 
evidence of misconduct of such service person (Resolution 191). 

9. To provide that in any instance where the service department fails to certify 
that death was due to willful misconduct, the VA shall be bound by the certi- 
fication of the service department (Resolution 1—h). 

10. To provide compensation for unemployability due to inability when official 
records show superimposition of neuropsychiatric disability due to combat 
(Resolution 1-d). 

11. To provide that psychosis developing within 5 years after separation of a 
wartime overseas veteran from active service be deemed to have been incurred 
in active service for the purpose of hospitalization, medical treatment and disability 
compensation (Resolution 199). 

12. To provide that diseases of the central nervous system shall have a statutory 
period of 3 years to manifest themselves to a 10 percent degree (Resolution 343). 

13. To inelude chronic bronchitis as service connected if shown within 1 year 
following wartime service, provided that the veteran concerned served overseas 
(Resolution 335). 

14. To provide that when a woman lives with a veteran for a continuous period 
of years up to the time of his death, or bears children by him, such woman shall 
be recognized by the VA as the widow of the veteran (Resolution 1-f). 

15. To provide compensation for fourth child in lieu of wife when satisfactory 
evidence of divorce or death is received, through amendments to Public Law 
877 and Public Law 339 (Resolution 170). 


PENSION PROGRAM 


1. To provide a separate and distinct pension program applicable to veterans 
of World War I and that said program be consistent with their attained age, 
disabilities, employment opportunities and with pension history (Resolutions 
7, 51, and 167). 

2. To provide pension for veterans of all wars who are permanently and totally 
disabled at the rate of $90 per month, or $105 at age 65 and, $150 where the veteran 
is in need of regular aid and attendance (Resolution 271). 

3. To place individuals (and their survivors) who served in the Armed Forces 
of the United States in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, and in the islands 
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of Leyte and Samar, between July 4, 1902, and December 31, 1913, in the same 
status for pension purposes as those who served during the Philippine Insurrection 
(Resolution 56). 

4. To provide equal benefits to World War II and Korean conflict widows, on 
the same basis as benefits now being granted to the widows of World War I 
veterans (Resolution 215). 

5. To increase pension payable to holders of the Congressional Medal of Honor 
from $10 a month to $100 a month (Resolution 43). 

6. To provide that for VA purposes any disability with which the holder of 
the Congression | Medal of Honor is afflicted shall be presumed to have been 
incurred in service (Resolution 2-b). 

7. To authorize pension upon the basis of campaign service (Resolution 2—c). 

8. To make eligible for pension the widows cae children of veterans who 
served in combat, or had campaign service (Resolution 2—d). 

9. To amend extension 5, 1945 schedule, to provide that total and permanent 
disability shall be taken to exist regardless of degree of disability when a veteran 
otherwise entitled can show that he is unable to obtain employment by reason 
of attained age (Resolution 253). 

10. To provide pension to any veteran who had campaign medal service if 
permanently and totally disabled, regardless of finding of willful misconduct 
(Resolution 2-f). 

11. To grant non-service-connected pension to all veterans who have, or have 
had, syphilis, if otherwise qualified (Resolution 342). 

12. To provide that disability incurred during active service as the result of 
the unauthorized handling of duds shall not be deemed for pension purposes to 
have resulted from willful misconduct (Resolution 2-e). 

13. To provide that a veteran otherwise entitled to compensation or pension 
shall not be considered to be following a substantially gainful occupation if 
and when his income derived from employment does not exceed the Federal 
minimum wage (Resolution 2-g). 

14. To strike from pension laws the word “employability” (Resolution 60). 

15. To increase the income limitations applicable to non-service-connected 
disability and death pensions from $1,400 to $2,000 for a claimant without 
dependents and from $2,700 to $3,000 with dependents; and to exclude from this 
consideration all returns from insurance whether Government or commercial 
insurance (Resolution 252). 

16. To provide the proceeds from life-insurance policies used to pay medical 
or hospital expenses shall not be considered to be income for VA pension purposes 
(Resolution 255). 

17. To provide that all income exemptions flowing from applicable State laws 
shall be honored by the VA for pension income purposes (Resolution 433). 

18. To permit a veteran to waive a portion of any type of retirement benefit 
so as to meet the VA income limitations governing non-service-connected pension 
(Resolutions 2—h and 136). 

19. To authorize retroactive pension for waiting period applicable to rating 
of pulmonary tuberculosis cases (Resolution 138). 





HOSPITAL, MEDICAL, AND DOMICILIARY CARE, AND FACILITIES PROGRAM 


1. Advocating maximum use of VA hospitals (Resolution 3—a). 

2. To make available monthly reports showing the number of veterans who- 
have applied for hospitalization and been found eligible but who have not been 
physically admitted (Resolutions 3—-c, and 24). 

3. To give combat veterans and overseas war veterans, who are unable to pay 
for hospitalization priority for admission to VA hospitals in the order named, next 
only to veterans who are in need of hospitalization for service-connected disabilities 
(Resolution 3-d). 

4. To expedite construction of all authorized hospital units and to authorize 
construction of additional hospital units in areas of the country where the veteran 
population indicates the greatest need (Resolution 3-e). 

5. To construct intermediate hospitals for the treatment of chronic diseases 
adjacent to existing hospital units so that they may be operated under one 
management and with one staff of physicians (Resolution 3-f). 

6. Opposing the attitude of the American Medical Association and the Hoover 
Commission toward veterans affairs, and all groups who seek to limit the medical 
hospital, or domiciliary programs of the Veterans’ Administration (Resolutions 
3-g, and 6). 
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7. To provide a l-year presumption of service incurrence of dental defects as 
to those who served overseas in time of war (Resolution 3—h). 
8. Recommending— 

(a) That veterans suffering from non-service-connected tuberculosis, 
neuropsychiatric and chronic long-term disabilities, as well as those suffering 
from emergency conditions be eligible for hospitalization. 

(b) That in relation to contract hospitalization for non-service-connected 
cases, the VA be given the authority to negotiate a contract with private 
institutions to the end that veterans suffering from tuberculosis, neuro- 
psychiatric and chronic conditions be hospitalized in private hospitals or a 
State or county hospital at VA expense if there are no VA beds available; 
and, further, that the Congress give serious consideration to authorizing the 
VA to give contract hospital beds to those cases deemed by the VA to be in 
danger of life or health or are considered medical emergencies when there 
are no VA beds available. 

(c) That the definition of a war veteran as presently defined be amended 
to include any veterans with active service under honorable conditions for 
which a campaign or expedition medal was authorized. 

(d) That the possession of a private hospital insurance contract, entitling 
the veteran to treatment in a private hospital should not preclude the veteran 
to hospitalization by the VA. 

(e) That VA form 10, P, 10 be changed to give greater prominence to the 
affidavit of inability to pay for hospital and medical care and that all veterans 
who execute the affidavit be informed of the significance thereof, and that such 
affidavit shall be accepted as sufficient proof of applicant’s inability to pay 
(Resolution 62). 

9. To provide legislation that states simply and clearly the conditions under 
which a veteran, unable to prove service connection for his illness or disability, 
may obtain hospitalization in a VA hospital (Resolution 264). 

10. To provide chiropractic services to veterans (Resolutions 143 and 428). 

11. To provide outpatient treatment for part III pensions (Resolution 207). 

12. To eliminate addendum VA form 10, P, 10a to application for hospitaliza- 
tion (Resolution 286). 

13. To provide appropriate care of veteran NP patients (Resolution 417). 

14. To provide Congressional Medal of Honor veterans with complete medical, 
surgical, and dental care, regardless of any other requirements (Resolution 195). 

15. To require sending emergency cases to nearest VA or service hospital 
(Resolution 314). 

16. To establish an arthritic center at Hot Springs, Ark. (Resolution 42). 

17. To open domiciliary medical beds at Camp White (Resolution 263). 

18. To increase number of beds at Davis Park VA hospital (Resolution 302). 

19. To provide Federal aid for capital expenditures at State veterans’ homes 
(Resolutions 46 and 162). 

20. Opposing any plan of organization which seeks to take the hospitals, the 
medical service, or any other essential function of the Veterans’ Administration 
from the jurisdiction of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, and the placing of 
this function under the jurisdiction of any other Federal agency (Resolution 250). 


EDUCATION AND TRAINING PROGRAM 


1. To provide educational benefits for children of war veterans whose death 
was due to service or who have a service-connected disability of such severity so 
as to preclude their participation in any of the training programs provided by 
existing laws (Resolution 5—a). 

2. To make it mandatory that additional service connection be granted any 
veteran who, while training under the provisions of Public Law 16 or Public Law 
894, suffers additional disability as a result of carrying out the recommendations 
of a training instructor or a training officer, and with the further provision that 
any veteran qualifying under this law whose disability was incurred prior thereto 
shall be entitled to consideration under this act if claim is filed within 2 vears 
from date of enactment (Resolution 5-b). 

3. To extend educational and vocational rehabilitation benefits to veterans 
who have been denied on the basis that they have received discharges under 
other than honorable conditions and later have their discharges corrected to read 
under honorable conditions, but have passed their delimiting date under appli- 
cable laws, with the further provision that these veterans have 2 years from 
enactment of such legislation or 2 years from correction of discharge, whichever 


a 


is later, in which to make application for such benefits (Resolution 5c). 
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4. To extend the educational benefits of Veterans Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, Public Law 550, during the period of time the Selective Service Act 
is effective, and to make eligibility to these benefits retroactive so as to cover 
those members of the armed services terminated after January 31, 1955 (Reso- 
lution 285). 

5. Endorsing 8. 533, a bill to increase the education and training allowances 
under Public Laws 550 and 894 (Resolution 345). 


GI INSURANCE PROGRAM 


1. To provide that any veteran who has been granted a national service life 
insurance contract shall not be denied the privilege of reinstating any lapsed 
contract or contracts because of the condition for which service connection has 
been granted (Resolution 8—a). 

2. To amend Public Law 23 so that veterans whose term periods have expired 
would have the same right to obtain new insurance as they had before the passage 
of Public Law 23 (Resolution 8—b). 

3. To amend Public Law 148, 83d Congress, to provide reinstatement privileges 
within 3 months after the expiration of the insurance (Resolution 8~e). 

4. To provide that a veteran adjudged incompetent at time of separation from 
service, or within 120 days thereafter, shall have indemnity protection until 
adjudged competent (Resolution 8-d). 

5. To authorize national service life insurance protection to those who can 
meet good health requirement and who prior to April 25, 1951, had sought to 
obtain such protection but were denied same because of noninsurable health 
(Resolution 8-e). 

6. To provide that if a veteran has been declared permanent and total for Pe 
insurance purposes for a period of 5 years or more and has attained the age of 60 


years, he shall be presumed to have remained so disabled for insurance purposes bi 

and no longer subject to automatic review by the Veterans’ Administration to i 

determine whether he has regained his ability to follow a substantially gainful ; 

occupation (Resolution 266). ; 
7. To permit reinstatement of United States Government life insurance and 

national service life insurance (Resolution 287). 

( 

GI LOAN PROGRAM ‘ 

1. To continue the direct home loan program with increased appropriations | 


to insure the availability of mortgage credit in rural areas (Resolution 14-a). 

2. Opposing any increase in the present 4\4 percent interest rate on GI home 
loans and urge a return to the 4 percent rate as soon as the fiscal policy of the 7 
Federal Government and the availability of mortgage money insure adequate 
financing at the reduced rate (Resolution 14-c). 

3. Opposing any transfer of functions of the VA home loan program to the 
FHA or any other Federal agency, either by legislation or administrative action 
(Resolution 14—d). 

4. To extend the home loan guaranty provisions of Public Law 346, 78th 
Congress (Resolution 74). 

5. To require that builders give enforceable written guaranty in the form of 
insurance, bond or escrow money to protect veterans with respect to roofs, 
foundations, plumbing and heating systems and structural defects in houses on 
which the VA guarantees loans (Resolution 222). 

6. To amend Public Law 702, 80th Congress, as amended, to eliminate the 
50 percent requirements in the act and provide for a grant to be made to eligible 
veterans for the total cost of the construction, remodeling, etc., including the 
cost of the land, of specially adapted housing, said grant not to exceed $10,000 
(Resolution 232). 

7. To provide adequate loan funds to enable a greater number of worthy and 
qualified veterans to become established on farms on a sound basis (Resolution 
333). 

8. To amend title III, Public Law 346, 78th Congress, as amended, so as to 
extend filing dates in cases where veterans affected by termination date need new 
homes due to being forcibly evicted by reason of eminent domain (Resolution 410). 


PROTECTION OF VETERANS’ BENEFIT PROGRAM 


1. Declaring state of emergency with respect to veterans’ benefit program and 
directing vigorous action to meet and terminate the emergency (Resolution 400). 
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2. Opposing Hoover Commission recommendations relating to VA hospitals 
and veteran preference in Federal employment, and other attacks on pension 
and compensation program (Resolutions 37, 48, 55, 115, 217, 311, 313, 347, and 
349). 

3. Opposing any program which has for its purpose the combining of social 
security benefits with VA benefits, and the abolition of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion as an independent establishment of the Government (Resolution 153 

4. Opposing the extension of rights, benefits and privileges granted World 
War II veterans to citizens of the United States who entered the armed forces of 
governments allied with the United States during World War II and to their 
dependents (Resolution 85). 

5. To investigate the American Medical Association to determine whether the 
stand taken by the association on the veterans’ hospital program is motivated by 
selfish interest (Resolution 213). 

6. To reestablish the Federal Board of Hospitalization (Resolution 258). 

7. To establish a standing Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in the United 
States Senate (Resolution 57). 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION AFFAIRS 


1. To advise the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs that improved administra- 
tion of the VA would obtain demands for further studies of veterans’ benefits and 
investigation of VA procedures (Resolution 4~—a). 

2. Calling on the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to speak more forcibly on 
behalf of veterans and their dependents concerning beneficial legislation pending 
before the Congress, this being an obligation of the sacred trust inherent in his 
high office (Resolution 4—b). 

3. Recommending that the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs organize within 
the VA a board answerable only to his office for the purpose of hearing complaints 
and making decisions on the legality and justness (or unjustness) of VA regulations 
(Resolution 4—c). 

4. Recommending that the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs take affirmative 
action to correct noncompliance with the spirit of Public Law 361, 77th Congress 
(Resolution 4—d). 

5. Recommending cancellation of VA Regultion 1028 (A) since it is diametri- 
cally in conflict with the avowed intent of section 3, Public Law 144, 78th Con- 
gress (Resolution 4-3). 

6. Recommending that since the schedule of disability ratings employed by 
the VA, 1945 edition, has been amended, supplemented and explained by so many 
miscellaneous VA directives that its present application creates untold, unneces- 
sary confusion, this schedule should be brought up to date, immediately (Resolu- 
tion 6-f). 

7. Recommending that since the VA has been directed by Public Law 311, 83d 
Congress, that ratings of total and permanent, and total disability, in effect for 
20 vears shall not be disturbed, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs notify eact 
veteran entitled to this benefit that his claim has been so adjudicated (Resolution 
1—¢). 

8. Opposing recommendations that the degrees 10 percent and 20 percent be 
stricken from the VA’s schedule of disability ratings, 1945 edition (Resolution 
4-h). 

9. To amend VA General Regulation 525, section B, paragraph 4, so as to 
permit inspection of any outpatient treatment file by the accredited represent- 
ative holding the appropriate power of attorney (Resolution 38). 

10. Endorsing the continuance of the guardianship program of the Veterans’ 
Administration (Resolution 165). 

11. Recommending that R. and P. No. 1228 be amended in such manner that 
no penalty be assessed for any period prior to July 22, 1954, and that the Veterans’ 
Administration be required to include a warning notice with each pension check 
sent to a veteran or dependent (Resolution 201 

12. To establish a sufficient number of intermediate beds for aging and 
chronically ill veterans (Resolution 238). 

13. Recommending additional facilities and hospitals to shorten the travel 
distance for those needing hospitalization and treatment which would help to 
speed up their recovery be enabling them to have more prompt attention 
(Resolution 241). 

14. Recommending issuance of identification cards to veterans receiving shock 
producing drugs (Resolution 242). 
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15. Urging the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to immediately initiate and 
carry to its logical conclusion a comprehensive study of the relation of amputations 
to subsequently developed circulatory disturbances (Resolution 247). 

16. Urging the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to direct all hospital managers 
to provide private rooms for the use of the clerks in interviewing individuals 
during the preparation of forms 10-P-10 and 10-P-10a (Resolution 256). 

17. Recommending elimination of VA deans’ committees (Resolution259). 

18. Recommending that training of residents in VA hospitals be limited to 
the training of qualified doctors who are permanent employees of the VA, who 
intend to make a career of service in VA hospitals, and who will engage to serve 
a reasonable number of years in VA hospitals subsequent to the completion of 
such training; and that the number of such trainees be expressly limited to those 
whose services can be utilized by the VA when training shall have been completed 
(Resolution 260). 

19. Recommending to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs that doctors’ 
qualifications be based upon State license laws and that doctors who are not 
specialists be utilized in all places where their services can be accepted; and that 
such licensed doctors as may be employed under this recommendation by the 
VA be not required to serve as resident surgeons (Resolution 261). 

20. To provide that hypertrophic arthritis found anywhere in the body shall 
be considered as merely a progression of the arthritis started by trauma where 
service connection has been granted for traumatic arthritis (Resolution 268). 

21. To have the VA administratively modify the provisions of extension 2a 
1945 rating schedule so that a veteran shall be rated totally disabled effective 
as of the day on which he enters a hospital for treatment of service connected 
disability; and provide that periods during which a veteran is on furlough from 
a hospital where he has been admitted for service incurred disability shall be 
considered for rating purposes the same as though the veteran actually had 
remained in the hospital (Resolution 269). 

22. To establish uniform effective dates under Veterans’ Regulation No. 1148 
(a) and VA Regulation 1213 (a) (Resolution 272). 

23. Protesting combining of outpatient clinic with VA hospital, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa. (Resolution 284). 

24. To pay salaries of the medical members of the VA in accordance with, and 
on the same basis as, the Army, Navy, Marine Corps and the United States Public 
Health Service, and be given the same consideration in regard to quarters, subsist- 
ence and retirement pav (Resolution 344). 

25. To implement Circular No. 19 by issuing clarification in conerete form 
setting forth the extent that Circular No. 19 will be placed into effect as pertaining 
to particular offices or committee assignments within a service organization (Res- 
olution 401). 

26. To supplement Circular No. 19 by specifically prohibiting both medical 
and dental employees of the VA from holding any elective or appointive office in 
the American Medical Association or Dental Association (Resolution 405). 

27. To provide sufficient funds with which the VA may and shall put to work 
an adequate staff of experts, especially nonmedical specialists experienced in in- 
dustry, whose job it shall be to develop a more satisfactory, comprehensive and 
realistic disability rating schedule (Resolution 409). 

28. Urging the VA to institute a change in procedure in their present training 
program of doctors so that as a result of such a change those physicians receiving 
specialized instructions will be required to serve at least 2 years in VA hospitals in 
part payment for training received at VA expense (Resolution 418). 

29. Opposing consolidation of VA regional offices (Resolution 426). 

30. Requesting the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to furnish the director 
of national rehabilitation service, VF W, quarterly, a report on the results of the 
general review of disability claims, containing the following items: (1) number of 
cases reviewed; (2) number of physical examinations ordered; (3) number of claims 
confirmed and continued; (4) number of claims wherein there was an increase or 
decrease in disability benefits; (5) number of service connections severed; and, 
(6) number of cases wherein disability benefits were terminated, according to the 
respective regional office jurisdictions (Resolution 434). 


Mr. Kercuum. And I should say, Mr. Chairman, that our legisla- 


tive committee has come up with what we believe is a successful World 
War I pension formula program. It is being drafted in bill form and 


it is my understanding that it will be offered to Members of Congress 


today for introduction. 





end 


ee oF 


a" eae 





mi 





' 
: 


Oe ANNI A ales saber 





1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 2253 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer what we consider to be a 
sound, separate, and liberalized pension program for the veterans of 
World War I. If you have no objection, Mr. Chairman, might we 
insert this recommendation in the record? 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it may be placed in the record. 

(The material referred to follows: ) 


A BILL To establish an additional pension program for veterans of World War I 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the “‘World War I 
Pension Act.”’ 

Sec. 2. (a) Every person who served in the active military or naval service of 
the United States during World War I and who meets the ninety-day service 
requirement described in subsection (b), meets the age or disability requirement 
described in subsection (c), and whose income does not exceed the applicable 
limitation specified in section 4, shall be entitled to receive from the Veterans’ 
Administration a pension at the applicable rate specified in section 3. 

(b) An individual meets the ninety-day service requirement referred to in 
subsection (a) if he was discharged or released from active military or naval 
service under conditions other than dishonorable, and— 

(1) he served for ninety days during World War I; 

(2) he served continuously for a ninety-day period which began or ended 
during World War I; 

(3) he served during any reenlistment entered into on or after November 
12, 1918, and before July 2, 1921, where there was prior service during World 
War I, if the periods of such service total at least ninety days; or 

(4) he was discharged or released from a period of service which began or 
ended during World War I for a disability incurred or aggravated in line 
of duty. 

(c) An individual meets the age or disability requirements referred to in sub- 
section (a) if— 

(1) he has attained the age of sixty-two years; or 

(2) he is suffering from a permanent disability, not the result of his own 
misconduct or vicious habits, which is rated by the Veterans’ Administration 
to be 10 per centum or more in degree. 

Sec. 3. The amount of pension payable to persons qualifying under this Act 
shall be $100 per month, except that— 

(a) if the person served outside the continental limits of the United States 
for a period of 30 days or more during World War I, the amount of pension 
shall be $120 per month, and 

(b) if an otherwise eligible person is or hereafter becomes, on account of 
age or physical or mental disabilities, helpless or blind or so nearly helpless 
or blind as to need or require the regular aid and attendance of another 
person, the foregoing amounts of pension shall be increased $50 per month. 

Src. 4. (a) Payment of pension provided by this Act shall not be made to any 
unmarried person whose annual income exceeds $2,400 or to any married person 
or any person with a child or children whose annual income exceeds $3,600. 

(b) Whenever the income to any beneficiary to whom pension has been allowed 
under this Act exceeds the amount specified in this section, the award of pension 
shall be discontinued. 

(c) Whenever it may be considered to be necessary for the purpose of this 
section, the Veterans’ Administration may require from any beneficiary under 
this Act such information, proofs, or evidence as may be desired in order to 
determine the annual income of such beneficiary. 

Sec. 5. The administrative, definitive, and penal provisions now or hereafter 
applicable to benefits provided under Public Numbered 2, Seventy-third Congress, 
as amended, or the Veterans Regulations issued pursuant thereto, as amended, 
shall be applicable to this Act. 

Src. 6. This Act shall take effect on the first day of the second calendar month 
which begins after the date of its enactment. 


Mr. Ketrcuum. Undoubtedly some of the members of this fine com- 
mittee today may be given an opportunity to introduce the bill if they 
feel kindly toward it. 
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I want to say this, Mr. Chairman: The decision of our legislative 
committee to a large extent approximates the Spanish-American War 
pension, with two important exceptions. One exception is that we 
believe an income limitation is necessary and essential in any new 
pension programs. The committee has recommended an income 
limitation. They are completely realistic in their thinking on this 
matter. 

The second exception is that the Veterans of Foreign Wars believes 
that overseas service or sea duty which was rew arded with a differen- 
tial in pay in service during the two major wars should entitle men with 
that type of service to an additional amount of pension. Conse- 
quently, we have asked for a premium payment of 20 percent in the 
pension program to those veterans who have had overseas service or 
sea duty in time of war. 

And, Mr. Chairman, we recommend for the consideration of this 
committee the program which our legislative committee, with the 
assistance of our national and State leaders, have developed and are 
submitting here this morning. And I want you to know again, Mr. 
Chairman, that we are deeply appreciative of this most wonderful 
and courteous reception which we have had here this morning. 

I believe that our commander has submitted some pertinent infor- 
mation to the committee and something that will be helpful to you in 
considering the various problems of cost and veteran benefits that 
come before this committee. 

Now, that is about all I have to say, Mr. Chairman, unless some of 
the members should want to ask some questions. 

The CHarrman. Mrs. Rogers? 

Mrs. Roarrs. I would like to ask all of you on the committee and 
all here if you do not agree with me that we have a most wonderful, 
wonderful national commander. He is so thoroughly fine, and his life 
is an open book. We think it is marvelous. 

I wish, Mr. Commander, that a committee could be formed to see 
how the veterans could be helped, instead of seeing whether they are 
spending too much money on the veterans. [Applause.] It makes 
my blood boil that committees should be formed to see how we can 
economize on the veterans. We would have no freedom in the country 
today without vou. And I would like to express my great apprecia- 
tion of Mr. Omar Ketchum. He has helped me so many years in 
trying to Scie and vote right on legislation. He has given end- 
less time and thought and help to it. And also Mr. Downer. He 
made one of the finest statements the other day when he warned that 
in giving money to State soldier homes we should make sure that the 
hospite als go on being built. It was a great contribution. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. [Appleuse.] 

The CuarrmMan. Mrs. Kee, a very fine member of our committee, 
had to step out to answer a long-distance call. I believe Mrs. Kee 
is the only member of the committee who has just been reelected. 
[Applause. ] 

Mrs. Rocers. She votes right, too; doesn’t she? 

Mr. Kearney. Mr. Chairman, I am not at this time going into 
any of the paragraphs of the commander’s fine statement. Along 
with you, I do want to congratulate him on his very, very thorough 
statement. But lam a little bit confused, Tim, and I wish you would 
straighten me out on this one: 












ee hin cae een jet 


Pesan! 














‘a 
a 
{ 
i 


a 


yest 















1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 2255 


In your last paragraph you state that you have arranged a very 
beautiful background for your dinner tonight, which includes steaks. 
But I would like to have explained to myself—I do not care about the 
rest of the committee—what is meant by the words “beginning with 
a hospitality hour.” 

Mr. Murpuy. Well, we understand that an aversion has grown up 
to naming it some other type of hour, so we thought that “hospitality” 
would be more acceptable and would have the same benefits. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Ayres? 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Chairman, after your statement regarding Mrs. 
Kee, I think pe rhaps it would be in order to continue the nonpartisan 
and bipartisan spirit that prevails in this committee by introducing 

1 Republican lieutenant governor of Ohio, Mr. John Brown, a very 
aelige member of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. [Applause.] 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Weaver? 

Mr. Weaver. I just wanted to concur in the remarks that you 
made as to the statement. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Avery? 

Mr. Avery. I would like to say a couple of things. I would like 
to commend the commander on the fine statement he has made, but 
more so I would like to associate myself with the fine tribute which 
has been paid to Mr. Ketchum. 

Some tribute has been paid to the great State of Texas and con- 
siderable to the great State of Massachusetts. Therefore, I would 
like to point out that your legislative director, Mr. Ketchum, comes 
from the great State of Kansas. |Applause.] And not only does he 
come from Kansas, he comes from the best district in Kansas. 

And I would like to point out that in the rear of the room we have 
a very diligent worker for the VFW, and also I think a national 
legislative committee member, former Governor of Kansas, Ed Arne. 
Hold up your hand, Ed. [Applause.] 

And one more thing. There will be a very short meeting of the 
Kansas delegation of the VFW down in my office. That is 234. 
Just take 2 left turns and go down 1 floor. 

Mr. Ayres. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Avery. Very briefly. 

Mr. Ayres. Is that a hospitality meeting? 

Mr. Avery. You will be most welcome down there, Mr. Ayres, if 
that answers your question. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Haley? 

Mr. Haury. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to the commander 
and his able staff that he has presented, here, a very fine program for 
the consideration of the Congress. Being a veteran of World War I 
myself, I am quite interested in this aspect which pertains to World 
War I veterans. 

I would like to say also, Mr. Commander, that apparently you have 
not had a very good educational program, because if a former com- 
mander in chief of your great organization does not know what a 
hospitality hour is I think his education has been somewhat neglected. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Kearney. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Hatey. I will be glad to yield to my distinguished colleage. 

Mr. Kearney. Ev idently, the gentleman has traversed the country 
with the gentleman from New Y ork in the past few years. 
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Mr. Murpuy. | think he probably knows it under a different title. 

Mr. Hauey. Mr. Chairman, I also would like to say this: I think 
a grateful or ungrateful government, either way you want to put it, 
should first look to its own. I think with the billions and billions of 
dollars that this Government has poured out to foreign countries on 
foreign aid, it is a shameful thing that we have not taken care in the 
proper manner of the veterans who have served their country and their 
Nation. [Applause.] 

The CHarrMAN. Congressman Teague of California. 

Mr. Tracue of California. The chairman and I know that some- 
times these poor reporters around the Capitol get a little mixed up on 
what Teague says what. So I will simplify it just by associating my- 
self with the remarks that Chairman Teague has made this morning. 

The CuarrMan. Congressman Thomson? 

Mr. Tuomson of Wyoming. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. I would like to end this meeting on a little bit of a 
serious note. As Omar Ketchum, Adin Downer, and many of vou 
know, it is not easy to represent veterans in Congress. In the last 
3 days I have had Pacts my office representatives of the Spanish- 
American War Veterans asking for an increase for their widows, 
representatives of World War I widows, World War II widows, and 
another group that probably many of you don’t know or never heard 
of, which is the Russian Railway Corps. Each of those groups tell me 
that their group has been neglected, that we haven’t done for them 
what we should. 

I wish it were possible for all the men in this room to attend our 
hearings on pensions. I believe they would find it very interesting. 
Those that are seriously interested, I suggest, should write to the 
committee or to their own Member of Congress for hearings on the 
appropriation for the Veterans’ Administration, and the hearings that 
we have on our pension bills. I believe it would be very interesting. 

And, Mr. Commander, as a person very interested in veteran 
affairs, I feel that maybe some of the troubles with our veteran pro- 
grams lie with some of those who are interested in veteran affairs. 
We have just done considerable work on our own, on hospitalization. 

I andl like to give you just a couple of examples. And we have 
many like them. But here is an instance of a man, a retired engineer, 
who was hospitalized 25 days. He had a monthly income of $1,809. 
He had liquid assets of $487,670, a net worth of $507,670. 

Now, I do not know what was wrong with that man, but we have 
his name, and we could find out very easily. I believe that those of us 
who are interested in veterans’ programs that permit that to happen 
in a hospital program do the program a disservice. 

I have another case of a man hospitalized 25 days, a retired farmer, 
and he is certainly different from some farmers in my district. But he 
has real property valued at $105,000. He had a net worth of $128,043. 

We have many cases like that, and I believe it is the duty of you 
people out over the country to watch for such cases, and that we 
should do something about them—I am not sure what. Maybe 
their names should be published. I don’t know. 

About a year and a half ago, we told the American Medical Associa- 
tion that every complaint they would send to this committee of a 
veteran being Laceteheal that should not be hospitalized would be 
investigated. And it has been most interesting. For example, in 
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one case down in Mississippi we received a report that a man had 
just gone into the hospital that should not have gone there. And we 
wired for a report on him, and he entered the hospital at 1 o’clock 
; and died at 6. I have not gotten an explanation from the AMA as yet 
as to that situation. 

We have other cases that the AMA reported where men did go to 
hospitals saying they were worth about five or six thousand dollars, 
and we found out they were worth sixty, seventy, and eighty thousand 
dollars. So I believe that our veteran groups should take a look at 
such things. I believe it will help our program. I believe it will stop 
some of the sniping that takes place at our veterans’ program. 

Now, I said it wasn’t easy to represent veterans, and it isn’t. Be- 
cause nearly every program is related. The World War II widows 
are very insistent that we should do something on their program, and 
I think we should. Certainly the educational program you men- 
tioned—something should be done about that. 

Our committee is making, as you know, a number of surveys, trying 
to comb out these things that are happening that give our program a 
black eye. And I hope that your organization will be more active in 
working along this line. 

Mr. Murpuy. Yes, Mr. Chairman. We very much want to elim- 
inate any abuses, because we appreciate that an abuse of a program 
is the greatest danger to the program. We are united in that point 
of view. We don’t want to see any abuses. And certainly anyone 
such as you have stated is not entitled to hospitalization, unless there 
is an emergency that arises and that is the nearest hospital, or unless 
they pay for it and pay for their services. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, sir. 

Any other questions? 

Mrs. Rogers. May I just say one thing? Mr. Chairman, on the 
other side, in the hospitalization matter, | know of so many cases 
where veterans have been hospitalized where thev have been receiving 
compensation and where their neighbors have inquired to have their 
compensation cut, saying they did not deserve it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Ketchum? 

Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, sitting here with the commander 
is the director of the VFW national rehabilitation service. And I 
think he might be able to make a contribution to this particular phase 
of the discussion, by pointing out some policy we have with respect to 
our service officers and the hospital and medical treatment program, 
some of the directives that have been sent out. Mr. H. A. Calkins, 
our rehabilitation director, might comment on that. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Calkins? 

Mr. Cauxins. I will, briefly, Mr. Chairman. It is the policy of the 
rehabilitation service—and incidentally, we are represented in every 
State in the Union—to discourage people going into the hospitals who 
can afford to pay for their own hospitalization. Some of our depart- 
ment service officers even go so far as to refuse to assist the man in 
making the application when that point comes up. 

The CuarrMan. A lot was said about Kansas and a little said about 
Texas, but I want to introduce my own State commander, who is 
doing a very fine job down there. Ted Connell, would you stand up? 
[Applause.] 


xe = aaa 









2258 1956 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF VETERANS’ ORGANIZATIONS 


I would also, Mr. Commander, like to invite any of your people to 
come up to this committee, go into the committee rooms, talk with 
the staff, and see exactly what we are doing. We do have a fine staff. 
There is no question about it. And if any person will come up here 
and sit with them and watch what they are doing, they will go away 
knowing they are a fine staff and doing a good job. 

Mrs. Rogers. May I say something, Mr. Chairman? Also, it 
is a very fine committee, Mr. Commander. They are very sincere 
and very much interested and very anxious to help everybody. I 
know that. 

May I add one thing more about Massachusetts? Mr. Ray 
Murphy, a Massachusetts Congressional Medal of Honor man, is 
sitting right down there. [Applause.] 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to make any remarks 
about those who could and those who could not pay, but inasmuch 
as that question has been raised, it has been my experience that 
maybe the abuses are small, but even then that is too large, because 
we are having a hard time, those of us who would like to do a good 
job for the veterans. In other words, we would really like to see you 
get the best of it and not the worst. But as Mr. Teague has stated 
here, when we run into one of those, they are magnified to the point 
that it makes it difficult for us to defend it. If you could help us 
along that line, it would really be a great service. 

The CuHarrmMan. You mentioned the $16 million last year. This 
committee this year instead of $16 million, have nearly $55 million. 
We have five new hospitals planned—actual construction of, in Dow- 
ney, Ill., and plans and specifications for Jackson, Miss., Oakland, 
Calif., Washington, D. C., and Cleveland, Ohio. 

Our hospital program is really moving now. It has changed from 
going down to going up. And we hope in the next fiscal year to 
replace some more temporary hospitals. Administrator Higley is 
coming before us tomorrow to give us a long-range plan. 

Any other questions? 

Thank you for coming, and we will see you tonight. 

(Short recess. ) 

The CuatrMan. The committee will come to order. We will now 
hear the Veterans of World War I. 






























STATEMENT OF HARRY J. MILLEN, NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
VETERANS OF WORLD WAR I; AND GEORGE J. YOUNG, CHAIR- 
MAN, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, VETERANS OF 
WORLD WAR I 







Mr. Younc. Mr. Chairman, members of this very important com- 
mittee, I am George Young from Buffalo, N. Y., the national legisla- 
tive chairman for the Veterans of World War I. It is my privilege at 
this time to present to you our national commander, from Water- 
town, N. Y., Harry J. Millen. [Applause.] 

Mr. Mititen. Mr. Chairman and honorable Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, I extend to vou the thanks of my organization for this privilege 
and the courtesy of being permitted to appear here this morning to 
present our legislative program. 
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Unlike this large combat veterans organization you have just heard, 
we are smaller in numbers, and we are older in age, and we cannot 
afford to come here in large numbers. 

T thank you again on behalf of all our members you see back here, 
my legislative committee, my national officers, who have traveled 
many miles to be here at this hearing. Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Did you say, Mr. Young, you would like to present 
them? If you would, go right ahead. 

Mr. Younga. I would just like to present a few more people, and 
I will make the presentation of our program, Mr. Chairman. 

I have with me the members of my committee, and it is a privilege 
to introduce to you at this time my cochairman, Charles L. Gore, 
from Baltimore, Md. [Applause.] 

Another member of the committee, M. C. (Sam) Hermann, of San 
Francisco, Calif., who has served veterans in an official capacity for 
25 years in the State of California. Sam, where are you? [Applause.] 

Ancil B. Morton from Indianapolis, director of the Indiana State 
Bonus Division, and Merle Hopper of Higgins Lake, Mich., who for 
35 years continuously served his department in another organization 
as its legislative officer and served on the national legislative com- 
mittee of that organization for 15 years. [Applause.] 

All of these men have left their businesses at considerable sacrifice 
to appear before this distinguished committee. 

I would like to digress, Mr. Chairman, just briefly, from our script 
and from our printed copy to just comment briefly on the report of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, if I may. 

As you committee members all know, the leadership of our organiza- 
tion, the Veterans of World War I, are composed almost entirely of 
what we might call the former leaders of the VFW. We pride our- 
selves on the fact that we have contributed 25 and 30 years of our 
life and our effort to veterans benefits largely as members of the VFW 
and the American Legion. 

We find now that it was necessary for the men of World War I to 
organize by themselves and to seek legislation, that it seems to us for 
the past 37 years was more or less neglected. And I would like to say 
that we agree most heartily with the entire program that the VFW 
presented here this mor ning, with possibly 1 or 2 exceptions. 

I listened to your remarks, Mr. Chairman, and take them of course 
advisedly. I want to comment, however, very briefly on one of your 
later remarks, just to draw a comparison for you of a personal experi- 
ence that I had myself, talking about veterans who are going into these 
various hospitals. 

I know, as you know, and as you have concrete evidence, there is a 
lot of abuse. But by virtue of the same token, I want to mention just 
one case that happens to border on the other side. 

I had a very dear personal friend of mine who worked as a service 
officer for the Veterans of Foreign Wars in Buffalo. He had a coronary 
thrombosis, and he was sent to the hospital. He was one of us real 
veterans, patriots, who didn’t want to accept anything from the 
Government. So he decided to go to a private hospital. And a serv- 
ice officer, mind you, who knew the law and knew that he was entitled 
to go to a veterans hospital. This man went to a private hospital. 
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And I know exactly how much money he had in the bank. He had 
approximately $4,000 in the bank. 

And we advised his bank: “Take Eaton out of that hospital 
and send him to the Veterans’ hospital where he belongs so that 

ou can conserve the lousy little few dollars that you have got to 
ive on.” 

He wouldn’t have it. He stayed in that private hospital until 
his $4,000 was gone. And I went into the hospital to see this man, 
and I said to the doctor, “Doc, how does he look?” 

“Why,” he said, ‘This man can’t possibly live over 90 days.” 

He was completely paralyzed on both sides. They had to feed 
him. And he was ready for the bone yard. And I was hoping that he 
would die, to get out of his misery. And the doctor said, “He can’t 
live more than 90 days.” 

This was in 1951. And 2 weeks ago I went to the hospital in 
Batavia and visited that man, who was still lying there dying. He 
could have had $50,000, and if he had stayed in the private hospital 
they would have taken his entire $50,000. 

You don’t hear many of those cases, but I think it is worth bringing 
them to your attention. There are lots of those cases. 

The CuarrMAN. There certainly are. 

Mr. Youna. And there are lots of abuses. And I think we can 
safely say that the veterans generally are not chiselers. They are 
still good, patriotic Americans. And I submit to you that on that 
basis we are appearing to you here to try to get something, to get a 
little extra consideration, for the old guys that are pretty near ready 
for the scrap heap. And it was interesting to note, in one of the 
paragraphs of Tim Murphy’s statement—and I shudder at it—that he 
made a reference to what amount of compensation would be paid 
when the veteran arrived at the age of 84.4. I shudder to think that 
the truth is that I am 55, one of the younger veterans of World War I, 
and I am scared to death that we are going to keep coming down here 
until 1984 trying to get a pension. I hope that you are all here, but 
I hope we get it before that. 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Young, were you here when I announced we 
were going to begin hearings on the pension bills on the 27th? 

Mr. Youna. I heard that, and I don’t care whether you invite me; 
I am going to try to be down here. I know that you will. 

The CuarrMAN. You will not be able to appear on Monday the 27th. 
We are going to hear Members of Congress on that day. The na- 
tional commander of the American Legion is scheduled for the 28th. 
Let us know when you would like to appear. 

Mr. Youna. Fine. I will inform you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have got to comment at this time, briefly. And it is like the fellow 
that makes the speech at some of our veterans meetings. We raise 
particular devil with the fellows that are at the meeting, and we tell 
them, ‘‘Why don’t the members come out to our meetings?” I 
am talking VFW now. In other words, we raise the devil with the 
fellows that attend the meetings, and we should be raising the devil 
with the fellows that don’t attend them. 

But I am coming to this point. Last year we presented our 
program. And I recall very vividly that 3 or 4 of the members 
stayed here to listen to our pitiful plea. I am deeply appreciative 
and grateful to see today that there are more than 2 or 3. 
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The CuarrMan. Mr. Young, there would have been more. And 
it was my mistake. Because we wrote you, and as far as I know we 
did not get a reply. And I did not know you were going to be here 
until after I said what I did. So it is my fault that more members 
are not here. But they will be here on the 27th and 28th, when our 
pension hearings start. 

Mr. Youne. That is fine, Mr. Chairman. Of course, I want 
to put in the records that I personally want to congratulate Mrs. 
Kee for being reelected, as you have stated, and I hope that she helps 
us out in the future, and J know she will. 

Mrs. Rogers. She always votes right. 

Mr. Young. I just am waiting, Mrs. Rogers, for the time when 
some wonderful Congresswoman or Congressman just pays me half 
the tribute that you paid Tim Murphy. That is all I ask for. 

Mrs. Rogers. I am sure you deserve the same tribute. I do not 
know you well enough. 

Mr. Younc. Thank you. 

Now I want to introduce the man that was largely responsible for 
our organization coming into being and the success last year and the 
year before, our past national commander, Emanuel Levy. [Applause.] 

Mr. Aparr. Mr. Chairman, we ought to point out at this time that 
Emanuel Levy is from Fort Wayne, Ind. [Applause.] 

The CHatrMan. Mr. Levy, that is not where my correspondence 
with you comes from. 

Mr. Apatr. He commutes between Miami and Fort Wayne. 

Mr. Hatey. The gentleman is getting wise in his old age. 

Mr. Apatr. We might have a discussion on that. 

Mr. Younc. Mr. Chairman, I apologize. I neglected to introduce 
our lovely ladies first. I want the privilege and honor of presenting 
to you our national president of the Ladies Auxiliary of the Veterans 
of World War I, a lovely lady from my own home town of Buffalo, 
N. Y., Mrs. Edith Wise [applause] and her very capable legislative 
chairlady of that wonderful body of our Auxiliary, Mire: Anne Iverson 
[applause]. 

And all of our brass and national officers, even including Ed Inman. 
And I apologize for not individually presenting him, but time is of 
the essence. And we have got a hospitality hour a little later, too, 
Mr. Chairman, and we are going to have some of you fellows at that, 
too, if vou can get away. “And we of the Veterans of World War I 
don’t call it a hospitality hour. We just get down to beer and pretzels. 

Gentlemen and lady, ours is a just cause and merits your careful 
and serious consideration. 

To conserve your time I have here a prepared copy of this presenta- 
tion for each member of this committee and I would respectfully 
request that it be included in the record. 

The veterans of World War I are dying at the rate of 8,000 per 
month. A little bit more than that now, as I understand it. That 
mortality rate will increase as the years go by. It 1s becoming more 
difficult for men of our age to become gainfully employed and it is 
our belief that a grateful Nation would not want its veterans to have 
to resort solely to a welfare a agency for their existence, and the prece- 
dents of the past have long established this principle. The veterans 
of every war in which the United States of America has been engaged, 
up to and including the Spanish American War veterans, have been 
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provided with pensions such as we seek here and now, and we respect- 
fully submit that we do not believe that it will be ‘the intention of 
this committee to break the long chain of recognition that has been 
tendered to the veterans of our Nation when they reach advanced 
age. 

It is within the power of this Congress to establish the means to 
ensure security for and respectability to the veterans of World War I. 

It is inconceivable to believe that the economic stability of our 
Nations could be jeopardized by the passage of this legislation. 

A long series of circumstances have compelled us, the veterans of 
World War I, to make this presentation to you as a somewhat new 
organization of older veterans. _ December 7, 1941, the legislation 
that we are seeking here today, 15 years later, was well on its way to 
enactment. On the occasion of the unprecedented attack by Japan 
on Pearl Harbor the veterans of World War I, reminiscent of their 
experience upon returning from the battlefields of World War I to 
civilian life, determined that the newer crop of veterans emanating 
from World War II would not be subjected to the same indignities. 
As a consequence we resolved to subjugate our own legislative ambi- 
tions and desires to the common cause of legislation which would 
establish to the veteran of the newer war those benefits we achieved 
through hard years of legislative fighting and benefits which would 
serve their purpose in renewing ir Civil th as were 
never enjoyed by the veterans of World War I. To that end, and 
you veteran members of this committee will recall, we appeared each 
year before you and made presentations in behalf of the newer vet- 
erans. Through our hard legislative work and through your coopera- 
tion, the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as amended, and 
all the benefits that were extended to the returning veteran were 
the fruits of our work. Now after 15 long years we have awakened 
to the realization that we must do something for ourselves and my 
appearance today as the legislative representative of the Veterans of 
World War I is to request that you give favorable consideration to 
our legislative objectives as follows: 

We are seriously attempting to get a charter grant from this Con- 
gress. We believe sincerely and honestly that the Veterans of World 
War I are entitled to a national charter similar to that of the VFW, 
the American Legion, the DAV, the Army and Navy Union, and all 
the ones that I haven’t heard too much about, the Yeomanettes 

I would like to bring your attention just for a moment, if you please 
for the record, to this: Many people say, ““Why do you want a 
charter?” And most of the men of Congress say, ‘Il know why you 
want a charter. You think you will get a lot more members through 
being chartered by the Government.” That is absolutely true. 
However , | want to bring to your attention that the real sincere pur- 
pose and reason that we would like to be chartered is ‘the fact that I 
understand in 26 States, in the United States there is permissible 
legislation in these various States to grant free use of State, municipal, 
county, and city buildings for veterans organizations. 

In the State of Massachusetts, we recently went around the State, 
and we have now 40,000 names signed to petitions asking the members 
of the Judiciary Committee to give us a national charter. 

Now, what it means is that the States would like to give us quarters 
in their municipal, State, and county buildings for our office and for 
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our organization, but because of the fact that we are not a chartered 
organization they are by law compelled to keep from allowing us to 
have quarters in their buildings. And I think that is reason enough, 
aside from the fact that we are still good Americans, and we are the 
guys back in 1917 and 1918 that came back here with the real belief 
that we were the guys that made this world free for democracy. 
That isn’t a political speech, fellows. That is exactly what we thought 
when we came back. Honestly and sincerely we thought we fought 
the war of all wars, that there never possibly could be another war. 
We had cleaned everything up throughout the world. 

Our next objective, of course, is our pension bill. Paul Fino has 
presented a bill known as House Resolution No. 4264. And while I 
personally might concur with some of the amendments that are pro- 
posed by the VFW, I am compelled by national legislative action at 
our convention in Indianapolis to present to you ladies and gentlemen 
our program per se. The members of our organization feel that we 
should fight continuously and effortlessly for $100 a month pension 
at the age of 60. I am mandated to bring that thought to you. 

And recently I sent out an article in my own behalf that I would 
like the prerogative as the spokesman for the Veterans of World War I 
to online possibly, ask for some sort of a compromise so that we 
might be able to, in the words of that great quotation, ‘put our foot 
into the door.”’ 


I have got to be honest with you people. And one member said 
most firmly : 


You have no right to compromise with Congress. We want a $100-a-month 
pension, period, with no strings attached. 

That is the thinking of some of our membership. 

Mr. Chairman, our No. 3 on the program is the passage of 4439, 
which would grant us accreditation so that our service officers may 
participate as to our World War I veterans. 

No. 4 is to give active support to all legislation beneficial to our 
widows, orphans, and disabled veterans. 

In closing, of course, I deeply appreciate the honor, and it is an 
honor to me, to speak to you gentlemen of Congress and to you, lady, 
you w onderful lady from Massachusetts, and ‘T only hope that you 
people might in the coming year be able to give careful consideration 
to our proposal. And I hope that uppermost in your mind of all the 
things that I have said here today might be: “Don’t let these guys 
wait until they are 84 to give them some kind of a pension. 

Thank you very much, “Mr. Chairman. | appreciate the privilege, 
and thank you very much, members of the committee, for listening. 

The CuarrMAN. Any questions? 

Mrs. Rogers. I would just like to state that I doubt if the Veterans 
of World War II and the Korean wars realize how much work you 
did in securing benefits—I do not like the word “‘benefits’’—for them. 
It was the work you did in those early days. I saw you overseas in 
World War I, and I know what you have done ever since. I know 
you have not had what you ought to have had. You ought to have 
a few more benefits than the veterans of other wars, but they have 
more than you. 

Mr. Youna. I think they are beginning to realize that now. 

Mrs. Rogers. I have always realized that. 
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Mr. Youna. I know you have, but I think the newer boys are 
beginning to realize it. 

Mr. TgaaueE of California. I might say I admire Mr. Young’s frank- 
ness and his rather practical approach to his problem. 

Mr. Young. Is Paul Fino sick? Could you tell me? 

The Cuarrman. I do not know. Every one of us have two or 
three meetings going on, and sometimes you have a bill that is being 
considered in another committee. I do not know where Congressman 
Fino is at this moment, but I’m sure he has been detained on other 
congressional business. 

Mr. Young, you have the date, beginning on the 27th. We are 
going to start on the 27th and stay in this committee room until we 
finish the hearings on these pension bills. 

Mr. Younc. Would it be asking too much at this time if I ask you 
to give consideration to March 2, at which time I expect to appear 
before another congressional committee? 

The CHarrMaNn. The staff director says he is afraid we will be 
finished by then. But you can come down a day or two earlier. 

Mr. Youne. Oh, yes. I was just trying to kill two birds with one 
stone. 

The CuarrMan. Personally, I think we may still be here. But 
that is his educated guess. 

Thank you so much. 

Mr. Youne. If you do not mind, I neglected to put my grand- 
father in. I did not introduce him. He has been of immeasurable 
value and of great assistance to us, believe me. Without him, I don’t 
know what we would have done. My grandfather, Ed Inman. 
[Applause.] 

Mrs. Rogers. He always fights for you. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will be adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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